
I ssue l/o. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


276'' S.O. 3215, dated 9th August, Ministry of Industrial Granting recognition to the 
1969.] Development, Internal Grain, Rice and Oilseeds 

Trade and Company Merchants’ Association, 
Affairs. Bombay for a further period 

of one year from the 10th 
August, 1969 upto the 9th 
August, 1970 in respect of 
forward contracts in ground¬ 
nut kernels. 

!fto 3216 5lWtf^ WfiltT Bft'- 

9 51W, 'iTT'rn: ^ i o ?rw, 19 6 9 

1969 twr 6R-NHJ 9 Wrl, 1970 ?nfr, 

■HaMM W ^tflTrfV 

?nR gro ^ tjft- 

fei*! 

HblfflT JfTTT 1 


(3835 ) 
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No. and Date 


Issued by 


Subject 


277 S.O. 3294j dated nth Augustj Election Commission of By election to the Council of 
1969. India. States by the elected Members 

of the Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly to fill 
the vacancy caused by the 
death of Shri Jogesh Chandra 
Chattcrjl. 

W>c) 3295, TTRcT ^TirfFT lift tsftflw % 

frTftfr 1 1 WTRicr, HqTTTT ^ 

1969 ^3TR fWT ITRT % 

Sm TTJIT 

Em % i 


278 S.O, 3296, dated nth August, Ministry of LavV. 
1969. 


ttB'o sfto 32 9 7 , 

11 *FRrr, 


Bye-election to the Council of 
States by the elected mem¬ 
bers of the Legislative As- 
sembely of Uttar Pradesh. 

dTis. f^PT ^OTT %■ 

JTTT TTJIT ITRI ^ 137 - 


279 S.O. 3298, dated 13th August, Election Commission of Amendment in notification No. 
1969. India. 479/2/69(1) (S O. 2841), 

dated 14th July, 1969. 

t^FTo tJo 3299, TFfpT 7o 479/2/69 (l) 


13 «TW, 


280 S.O. 3300, dated 14th August, Ministry of Law. 
1969. 


tt7o Sfto 3301, 
fc;'il+ 14 'M'litd, 


281 S.O. 3302, dated i 4 ghAutU 8 t, Ministry of Law, 
1969. 


sfto 33 03 , f^fsr 177 
14 TTRr, 


(tfTo TTo 2845), dlftta 
1969 ^liWEnTi 

Bye-election to the Council of 
States by the elected Mem¬ 
bers of the Legislative 
Assembly of Uttar Pradesh. 

JRT TPTir 771 ¥I 77- 
=^717 I 

The Presidential and Vice- 
Presidential Elections 

(Amendment) Rules, 1969. 

TT'^t|(Tlr7 wh: 77-11 
f 77 t 77 (77107) f^. 


282 S.O. 3304, dated 14th August, Election Commission of Amendments in notification 
1969. India. No. 56/69-II (S.O. 89'!, dated 

4th January, 1969. 
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Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


283 S. 0 .3305, dated I ;th August, Rajya Sabha S ecretariat. Final list of candidates 
1969. election to the OfiBce of 

Vice-President of India. 


I 



?fro .3 3 0 6, ir«TT 
fJFTFF 1 4 
1969 

284 S.O. 33O7, dated i 5 th August, Ministry of Law. 
1969. 


trio 3308, 
f'tni'T' 16 
1969 


«TR?I % ^ 

f^VN^r ^ fwiT 

^ ^i;^T I 

Tne Registration of Elector 
(Second Amendment) Rules, 

1969. 

fHVRT ftSTFfRFTir (SRftiT 

ETjfrsni) fWT, 1969 I 


:285 S. 0 . 33 ^ 9 , dated iSth Augijt, Ministry of Labour, Emt- Constituting an Industrial Tri- 

1969. loyment and Rehabi i- bunal and referring the dis ■ 

tation. putc as stated in the schedule 

therein for adjudication. 

S.O. 3310, dated i8th August, Do. Prohibiting the strike in the 

1969. port of Visakhapatnam in 

connection with the dispute 
referred above (S.O. 3309). 

385 S O. 33 iidated tSth Augu 3 , Ministry of Information Approval of the films as specified 
1969. and Broadcasting. in the schedule therein. 

Wto 3312, ffSTT JUnTR 51^^ ’it ^ 

ftiTTT 18 tf^Rtr tpriTT I 

1969 


iST' ftr^ fwraK'JT ^ii sif^tit sf-f-nnH wtw, ftifiiPi ^ m 

•TT’.'T^ qi; iru it tjrTttft 1 RinMst qiR Tmilt % ^llft 

10 ^ qgn 3 ( 1 # 1 

Copies) of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi. Indents should be 
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue ol 

these Gazettes. 


vrm II —(jT'* 3—(ii) 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 

(TWT ^ qtfTT) RTTR RTqJTT % sik («*1 STSIWR Wl BjifllT) 

jnftiVTfff im tiJt fwftiv «f«i (wiiq 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern¬ 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Centrah 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 29th August 1969 

S.O. 3629.—In pursuance of section 106 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, the Election Commission hereby publishes the Order, pronounced on 
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I^of 1968’ Judicature at Patna in Election Petition Na 


ELECTION PETITION NO. 1 OF 1968 

In the matter of an appEcation under section 80 of the Representation of the People 

Act, 1961. 

Jagat Kishore Prasad Narain Singh —Petitioner 

Versus 

Shri Rajendra Kumar Poddar and others —Respondents 

For the petitioner —Messrs Balbhadra Prasad Singh, Umesh Chandra Prasad 
Sinha, Nagendra Prasad Singh, Umesh Prasad Singh and Shyam 
Nandan Prasad Sharma. 

For the respondent No. 1 -—Messers Kanhaiya Prasad Verma, Kamla Kant 
Prasad, Bishwambhar Prasad Sinha, Saptami Jha, N. N. Roy, A. B, S. 
Sinha, Anugrah Pd. Singh and Devendra Pd. Sharma. 


PRESENT; 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice G. N. Prasad, 

G. N. Prasad J.—This is an election petition under Part VI of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, which will be referred to as “the Act of 1951”, to distinguish 
it from the Representation of the People Act, 1950, which will be referred to in 
this judgment as “the Act of 1950”. 

2, A biennial election to the Rajya Sabha (the Council of States) was held In 
March, 1968, for the purpose of Ailing the seats of seven members of the Rajya 
Sabha whose term was to expire in the month of April, 1968. The election was 
held in the Bihar Legislative Assembly Constituency in accordance with the follow¬ 
ing Schedule: 


(0 Last date forfilingnominations . 

) The date for scrutiny of nomination papers 
(kV) Last date for withdrawal of candidatures . 
(iv) Date of poll . , . . 


iS-3'I968 

19-3-1968 

31-3-1968 

28-3-1968 


28th March 1968 was also the date on which the counting of ballot papers and the 
declaration of the results were made. 

3. In all, 23 candidates had Aled their nominations for the election, including 
the petitioner, who was a sitting member of the Rajya Spbha and due to retire 
from this office. The nominations of all of them were declared to be valid, but 
three of them withdrew their candidatures, and thus 20 candidates went to the 
poll. At the stage of the counting of the ballot papers, it transpired that 8 of the 
candidates had secured nil votes. They are Sarbshri (1) Gopal Shastri, (2) 
Chandrika Singh, (3) Manl Kant Thakar, (4) Rajeshwari Prasad, (5) Rameshwar 
Sahu, ( 6 ) Shrimati Sakuntala Devi, (7) Shri Bhagwan Singh, and ( 8 ) Hardeo 
Narain Singh, who are parties to this election petition as respondents Nos. 9, 11, 
12, 14, 15, 17, 18 and 19 respectively. The total number of valid votes was found 
to be 313, and the Arst preference votes secured by the remaining 12 candidates 
were found to be as follows: 


I phri Jagat Kishore Prasad Narain Singh . , . . . 

("the Petitioned 

3 Snri Rajendra Kumar Poddar (Responcnt No. i) . 

3 Shri Balkrishna Gupta (Respondent No. 2) . 

4 Shri Rudra Narain Jha (Respondent No. 3) .... 

5 Shri Mahabir Das (respondent No. 4). ..... 

6 Shri Jagdambi Prasad Yadav (respondent No. 5 ) ... 

7 Shri Sura; Prasad (respondent No. 6) ..... 

8 Shri Anant Prasad Shiuma (respondent No. 7) ... 

9 Shri Dharmuchand Jain (respondent No. 8) ... 

10 Shri Chandrashekharcshwar Prasad Narain Singh (respondent No. lO) 

II JShri Mohammad Thahir (respondent No. 13) .... 

12 Shri Vishwanath Singh (respondent No. 16) .... 


21 

39 

40 
37 

35 
27 

36 

I 

33 
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The quota sufficient to secure the return of a candidate at the election, as envisaged 
In rule 76 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, was 3916 and, as such, there were 
fresh countings of the ballot papers according to the next available preferences 
recorded thereon. Ultimately, as a result of the final counting, the following 
candidates were found to have secured the largest number of votes as follows; 

I Shri Rajendra Kumar Poddar (respondent No. 1) .... . 39 i 3 

3 Shri Balkrlshna Gupta (respondent No. z) . ...... 39 i 3 

3 Shri Rudra Narain Jha (respondent No. 3 ). 3913 

4 Shri Mahabir Das (respondent No, 4).6900 

5 Shri Jagdambi Prasad Yadav (respondent No. 5 ) , . . . . . 3904 

6 Shri Suraj Prasad (respondent No. 6) ....... 3800 

7 Shri Anant Prasad Sharma (respondent No, 7) . . . . . . 38^0 


Accordingly, these seven respondents were declared to have been duly elected. 
The petitioner challenges the validity of the election of respondent No. 1 only. 

4, The main ground of attack which the petitioner has ^ut forward to the elec¬ 
tion of respondent No. 1 Is twofold; (i) that the nomination of respondent No. 1 
was impronerly accepted, inasmuch as he was not qualified to be enrolled as an 
elector m the electoral roll of West Patna Assembly constituency for the time being 
in force, on the ground that he was then not ordinarily resident in the said cons¬ 
tituency, but was, on the other hand, ordinarily resident In Alipur Constituency of 
the West Bengal Legislative Assembly, and_ (li) that he was guilty of corrupt 
practice within the meaning of sub-section (1) of section 123 of the Act of 1951, 
inasmuch as he had not only made offers but also payments of money to various 
electors as motive or reward for voting in his favour. 

5. The relevant allegations of the petitioner on the main ground as set out at 
length in paragraphs 17 to .3? of the election petition. The case of the petitioner 
is that respondent No. 1 belongs to and has his home in Calcutta within the 
territory of West Bengal. His name is entered in the electoral roll of 136, Alipore 
Assembly Constituency of the West Bengal Legislative Assembly for the year 1966. 
But he made an application for inclusion of his name In the list of electors of the 
Patna West Assembly Constituency under a false pretence of being a resident of 
Patna and got his claim supported by one Sri Devendra Prasad Sinha, an elector 
of the said Constituency, He also persuaded Sri Balwant Nath Singh, the then 
State Minister Incharge of Mines Department, to recommend inclusion of his name 
in the electoral roll by contacting Shri Awadhesh Kumar, Assistant Electoral 
Registration Officer, and the latter mechanically ordered the Inclusion of the name 
of respondent No. 1 in the electoral roll on the 18th March, 1968. It has further 
been alleged that respondent No. 1 occasionally visits Patna in connection with 
his business affairs and stays in hotels, so that he cannot be treated as a resident 
of Patna West Assembly Constituency. Besides, respondent No. 1 had not attained 
the age of thirty years so as to be qualified to be chosen to fill a seat in the Council 
of States, This part of the petitioner’s case Is summed up in paragraph 23 of the 
election petition which reads; 

“That the petitioner is advised and submits that the inclusion of the said 
respondent’s name in the electoral roll being based on wilful and 
fraudulent representation Is void, Illegal and honest in the eye of law 
and that the said respondent was not qualified to be chosen to fill a 
seat in the Council of States by reason of the deficiency of his age 
and absence of the qualification of his being an elector for a Parlia¬ 
mentary constituency in the State of Bihar, as prescribed by the law 
mad^ by Parliament, 

6 . The further case of the petitioner Is that res^ndent No. 1 is possessed of 
considerable wealth and he and respondent No. 8 (Shri Dharmuchand Jain) have 
flourishing business of their own. At the impugned election, respondent No. 1 “by 
the magic of his purse and his capacity to harness, in furtherance of his prospects, 
material resources In alloys and currencies, . successfully tampered with 
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the free exercise of their electoral right by several members of the Bihar Legisla¬ 
tive Assembly and lured them into voting in his favour and giving him the first 
preference votes” (paragraph 24). In paragraph 24, it has further been alleged: 

“The said respondent committed corrupt practices at the said election within 
the meaning of the said 1931 Act, The said respondent and his elec¬ 
tion agent, Bhri Brajeshwar Mullick, and his agent, Shri Balwant Nath 
Singh, M.L.A., with the consent of the said respondent and his elec¬ 
tion agent, the said Shri Brajeshwar Mullick, offered bribe, among, 
others, to the voters named in the particulars hereto annexed, in 
compliance with the requirements of clause (b) of sub-section (1) of 
section 83 of the said 1951 Act, and marked ‘B’, with the object of 
inducing those voters to refrain from voting for the petitioner at the 
said election and for voting for the said respondent. As it has trans¬ 
pired to the petitioner, many of the voters, who would, in the ordinary 
course, have voted lor the petitioner, did actually refrain from voting 
in his favour and voted for the respondent No. l and those particular¬ 
ly named in Armexure ‘B’ hereof voted for the respondent No. 1 by 
giving their votes of first preference to him on actual receipt of gift 
and gratification offered to them as aforesaid for voting at the said 
election in favour of the said respondent.” 

I shall refer to the particulars mentioned in Annexure “B” hereafter at the appro¬ 
priate stage. Paragraph 25 of the election petition is in the following terms: 

“That respondent No. 1 and his election agent and his workers, with the 
consent and connivance of the said respondent and his election agents 
offered and promised to offer money to several voters, including those 
of the petitioner, for the purpose of obtaining their votes, the neces¬ 
sary particulars whereof are given in Annexure ‘C’ hereto annexed.” 

I shall refer to the particulars given in Annexure “C” also hereafter at the appro¬ 
priate stage. The petitioner’s case has been succinctly put in paragraph 27 of the 
election petition wnich reads: 

‘‘That, in the premises, the petitioner submits that the result of the election^ 
in so far as it concerns respondent No. 1, has been materially affected 
by the improper acceptance of his nomination, as also by corrupt pra- 
tices committed in the interest of the said respondent by himself and 
by his agents with his connivance and concurrence, and, in any event, 
by non-compliance and breach of the provisions of the Constitution, 
read with the provisions of the Representation of the People Act, 1950, 
and as much, the election of the respondent No. 1 is liable to be 
declared void.” 

Allegations of some more currupt practice of bribery to voters have been made in 
paragraph 28 read with Annexure “B” of the electiori petition. To this also refer¬ 
ence will be made hereafter at the appropriate stage. 

7. The petitipner has also made out a case that by reason of being in public life 
for quite a long period, as also an active participant in politics, he had a bright 
chance of success, but respondent No. 1. on account of his corrupt practices, “was: 
able to purloin considerable support available to the petitioner and the votes which 
the petitioner would otherwise have received were cast in favour of the respondent 
No. 1 giving him a majority of votes”. Substantially, upon these allegations the 
petitioner has sought two reliefs; (1) that the election of respondent No. 1 be 
declared to be void; and, (il) that the petitioner be declared to have been duly 
elected as a member of the Clouncil of States, 

8. The notice of the election petition has been served upon all the nineteen, 
respondents, but only respondent No. 1 has filed his written statement and con¬ 
tested the petition. The written statement starts by saying that the election peti¬ 
tion is not maintainable as it is not in accordance with the provisions of sections 
80, 81 and 117 and that it is fit to be dismissed under section 88 for non-compliance 
of the provisions of sections 81, 82 and 117 of the Act of 1951. In paragraph 3 of 
the written statement, it has been alleged that the election petition was not pre¬ 
sented according to law since the petitioner was not present in Court on the lOth 
May, 1908, when the same was filed and presented by his lawyer. The case put 
forward in paragraph 4 of the written statement is that the copies of the election 
petition were not attested to be true copies as required under section 81 (3) of the 
Act of 1951, and as such It is fit fo be summarily dismissed. It has further been 
alleged that the election petition, as originally filed, contained several defect® 
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which were removed after the expiry of th period of limitation, and as such the 
election petition is fit to be dismissed. In paragraph 7, the case set up is that the 
election in question was a composite e’action and me petitioner cannot be allowed 
to challenge the election of only one candidate. 

9. On the merits of the case, respondent No. 1 asserts that he was entitled to be 
enrolled as a voter in Patna West Assembly Constituency since he lives both at 
Calcutta and at Patna in connection with his business and is more attached to 
Bihar, living mostly at Patna since some time to look after his business. His 
name was, no doubt, entered in the electoral roll of ATpur Assembly Constituency, 
but along with his application for enrolment as a voter of Patna West Assembly 
Constituency, respondent No. 1 has requested the authority to get his name deleted 
from the electoral roll of Alipur Assembly Constituency. The application of 
respondent No. 1 and a notice inviting objections thereto were duly published in 
accordance with law, and no objection was raised against his enrolment in Patna 
West Assembly Constituency, by or on behalf of the petitioner, or any other per¬ 
son. In paragraph 30 of the written statement it has been averred; 

"It is wrong ip say that the Respondent No. 1 pretended to be an ordinary 
resident of Patna at exhibition Road. The business of the Respon¬ 
dent No. 1 namely Auto Distributors Ltd. of which he is a Chairman, 
is located in a ble house on Exhibition Road and it is wrong to think 
that Respondent No. 1 has not got an ordinary place to reside. Un¬ 
less the Respondent No. 1 resides at Patna he ip not supposed to look 
after his business. Hence the statement made by the Respondent No. 
1 was correct and not pretention and that was also supported by a 
voter namely Sri Devendra Prasad Sinha of that area. 

In paragraph 31 of the written statement, emphasis has been laid upon the cor¬ 
rectness of the claim of the respondent No. 1 to be quaUfled to contest the election 
in the following terms: 

"If the statement of the Respondent No. 1 would have been wrong, the peti¬ 
tioner and others, before being defeated in the election, must have 
objected and raised their fingers at aN stages. Even at the time of 
the scrutiny of the nomination papers, where the petitioner was pre¬ 
sent, no objection was raised. He did not prefer to raise any objec¬ 
tion anywhere at any stage since there was nothing wrong as regard 
the enrolement of the name of the Respondent No. 1”. 

Paragraph 23 of the election petition has been traversed in paragraph 35 of the 
written statement in the following terms: 

“That the submission made in paragraph 23 of the election petition is wrong 
and misconceived. The inclusion of the name of the Respondent No. 

1 in the electoral roll is never based on fraudulent representation and 
is never void or illegal and it is wrong to say that Respondent No. 1 
was not qualified to be chosen to fill the seat. There was neither an 
deficiency of age nor absence of any qualification. The wild allega¬ 
tion made by the petitioner Is nothing but an after-thought and has 
been manufactured after his defeat to make out an election petition.” 

Further, in paragraph 36, the case of respondent No. 1 Is that the validity of the 
enrolment of respondent No. 1 as an elector in Patna West Assembly Consti¬ 
tuency cannot be challenged by the petitioner in an election petition “In view of 
the remedy provided in the Representation of People Act 1950 and the Rules pres¬ 
cribed under that Act and in view of the provision of section 100 and section 64 
etc. of the Representation of People Act, 1951”. 

10. The petitioner's case on the point of corrupt practices on the part of 
Respondent No. 1, his election agent and other agents, with his consent and con¬ 
nivance, has been emphatically repudiated at great length in paragraphs 37 to 43 
and 46 of the written statement; and in answer to paragraph 27 of the election 
petition, it has been asserted in paragraph 45 of the written statement: 

"That the submission made in paragraph 27 of the Election Petition is wrong 
and without substance. The nomination paper of the Respondent No. 

1 was never improperly accepted and no corrupt practice, whatsoever, 
was committed In the interest of Respondent No. 1 either through him 
or through his agents, There has not been any breach of the provisions 
of the constitution of India or the nrovisions of the Representation of 
the Peop'e Act 1950 and in no case the result of election was materially 
affected.” 
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And the allegations contained In paragraph 28 read with Annexure “D” of the 
election petition have been traversed In paragraphs 46 and 47 of the written state¬ 
ment, Finally, respondent No. 1 has denied the claim of the petitioner that he 
was in public life and an active participant In politics for a long time or that he 
had a bright chance of success at the election. According to the respondent, the 
petitioner has no social or political background^ has done nothing for the service 
of the country and has merely been moving from one party to another. By mere 
chance once he had become a member of the Council of States. On the other hand, 
respondent No, 1 and his family members have served the country and society in 
dlflerent ways and have also done many constructive works, one such work being 
the creation of the Gurukul of Baidyanathdham. It has been asserted that “the 
respondent No. 1 never committed any corrupt practice apd never purloined the 
support available to the petitioner. The petitioner received 21 votes which was 
more than enough. It is wrong to say that he could have received any more votes 
much less sufficient votes to be declared elected. The submission made by the 
petitioner for setting aside election and declaring him elected is wrong and base- 
iess.” 

11. Upon the pleadings, the following issues have been framed for determina¬ 
tion; 

I. Is the election petition not in accordance with the provisions of sections 

81, 82 and 117 of the Eepresentation of the People Act, 1951? If so. 
is the election petition not maintainable? 

Jl. Are the aTegations made in the election petition fit to be struck off or 
Ignored because of the non-compliance of the provisions of section ^ 
of the Representation of the People Act, 19517 

а. Is the election of respondent No. 1, fit to be declared as void on the ground 

that on the date of his election he was not qualified by reason of his 
age to be chosen to fill a seat in the Council of States. 

4 , Is the petitioner entitled to challenge the election of respondent No. 1 
only when there were seven returned candidates in one composite 
election? 

б, Was respondent No. 1 not qualified to be enrolled an e’ector In the elec¬ 

toral roll of Patna West Assembly Constituency for the time being in 
force? Is the petitioner entitled to challenge his election on that 
ground? 

>6. Was the nomination of respondent No. 1 improperly and illegally accej - 
ed? If, so, has it materially affected the result of the election? 

7. Did respondent No. 1, his election agents any of his workers with his 

consent and connivance commit corrupt practices within the meaning 
of section 123(1) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, by 
bribing the voters or offering bribe or promising to give bribe to the 
voters, as alleged in the election petition and the annexures thereof? 
If so, has the election of respondent No. 1 been materially affected on 
that ground? 

8. Is the election of respondent No. 1 void? 

9. Has the petitioner secured the majority of valid votes and Is he entitled 

to be declared elected? 

10. Has the result of the election, so far as respondent No. 1 is concerned, 

been materially affected by reason of non-observance of the rule re¬ 
garding single transferable votes during the counting of votes, as 
alleged in paragraph 29 of the electiop petition? 

II. Are the parties entitled to any other relief? 

12. The first point which I propose to consider is whether this election petition 
(s liable to be dismissed under, section 86 of the Act, 1951, sub-section (1) of 
which provides: 

“The High Court shall dismiss an election petition which does not comply 
with the provisions of section 81 or section 82 or section 117”. 

The contention of Mr. K. P. Verma, who appears for respondent No. 1, Is that 
there has been a non-compliance with the provisions of section 81(3) of a subs¬ 
tantial character, and as such this election petition must be summarily dismissed 
under section 86(1) of the Act of 1951. Section 81(3) required two things; 
(1) that every election petition shall be accompanied by as many copies thereof 
as there are respondents mentioned in the petition, and (11) that every such copy 
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shall be aitested by the petitioner under his own signature to be a true copy ot 
■the petilion. There la no dispute that the petitioner did tile 19 copies 01 the 
election petition, one lor each ot the 19 respondents, and, accordingly, one such 
copy was served upon respondent No. 1 in the normal course. But the conten- 
iion ot Mr. Verma is that the copy which was served upon his client is not a true 
copy ot the election petition as contenyjlated by section 81(3), though attested 
as much oy the petitioner under his own signature. Ext. ‘O’ is alleged to be the 
copy filed by the petitioner and served upon respondent No. 1 as atoresaid. But 
that has been disputed by Mr. Balhhadra Prasad Singh appearing tor the peti¬ 
tioner, who has characterised Ext. ‘O’ as faked. In this context the following 
questions arise for consideration ; (1) Whether Ext. ‘O’ is the identical copy ol 
the election petition which was filed by the petitioner and served upon respon¬ 
dent No. 1, and (11) Whether Ext. ‘O' Is not a true copy of the election petition. 
The question as to whether the election petition must be summarily dismissed 
under section 8G(1) ol the Act, of 1961 can only arise if the two questions just 
formulated are answered In favour of respondent No. 1. 

13. For the decision of the first question, it is necessary to state the circums¬ 
tances under which Ext. 'O’ was brought on the record. On the 25th AprE, 1969, 
while the 6th witness of the petitioner, Shrl Mahabir Paswan, was deposing, 
Mr. Verma on behalf of respondent No. 1 produced Ext. ‘O’ for my examination 
saying that it is the copy of the election petition which has been served upon his 
client and that it is not reaEy a true copy thereof. I indicated to Mr. Verma 
that I could not go into this question unless Ext. ‘O’ was brought on the record 
as an exhibit in the case. Accordingly, on the 26th April, 1969, IVUr. Verma filed 
Ext. 'O’, and on 28th April, 1969, he filed a verified petition containing the 
following prayer : 

“It is therefore, prayed that your lordships may be pleased to allow this 
petition and the copy of the election petition, separately filed, to bo 
kept on record and after hearing the parties be further pleased to 
dismiss the election petition under section 86 for non-compliance of 
the provision of section 81 of the R.P. Act 1951, or pass any other 
order or orders as your Lordships think fit and proper." 

Ext, ‘O’ was ordered to be kept on record with a note that the matter would be 
considered If pressed during the arguments, leaving it on pen to the petitioner 
to file a rejoinder to this petition before the arguments began. Accordingly, the 
petitioner filed a rejoinder In the form of a counter-affidavit on the '7th May, 
1969, In Paragraph 4 of which It was staled: 

‘‘That similarly the contents of paragraph No. 4 of the petition under reply 
are Incomplete as ■ such vague and misleading. Immediately after 
the examination-ln-chief of P.W. 6 and before his cross-examination 
Sri Kanhalya Prasad Verma, the learned Advocate appearing for 
the respondent No. 1, asked for the original election petilion filed 
before this Hon’ble Court, pursued it and then started the cross- 
examination of the said P.W. the error In the last date mentioned in 
Annexure ‘C at page .32 of the copy of election petition allegedly 
served upon respondent No. 1 is only a tj'ping error and certainly It 
was not calculated to mislead anybody nor It has misled any body 
as a matter of fact.” 

In paragraph 5, It was stated : 

“That the contents of paragraph 5 of the petition under reply are mis¬ 
representation of facts. There is no variation In the pleadings in 
the two documents referred to in that paragraph, rather the mention 
of 28th March, 1968 instead of 26th March, 1968 as alleged Is a bona- 
fide typing error which could not be discovetred by the petitioner 
earlier.” 

The recording of oral evidence was concluded on 15th May, 1969 and on 16th 
June, 1969, several documents were formally marked as exhibits on both sides, 
and among them is Ext. ‘O’. The point to be noticed is that until 16th May, 
1969, it was never suggested on behalf of the petitioner that Ext. ‘O’ Is faked and 
not the Identical copy of the election petition filed by the petitioner and served 
upon respondent No, 1 In the usual course. It wa.s really during the arguments 
of the learned counsel for the petitioner that for the first time the suggestion was 
put forward that Ext. ‘O' Is a faked document. In view of the belated stand 
thus put forward on behalf of the petitioner, It is difficult to accept the sugges¬ 
tion about Ext. ‘O’ being spurious. Had there been any truth in this suggestion 
then the counter-affidavit filed on behalf of the petitioner on the 7th May, 1969, 
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would have oeen very diherently worded. Besides, in that even Ext. ‘O’ would 
obje^lon' allowed to be aamlttea Into evidence on Ibtb May, 19Ci9 without 

14. The fact that Ext. ‘O’ is the Identical copy ot the election petition filed by 
the petitioner and served upon respondent ino. i is also apparent trom the cir¬ 
cumstances that two similar copies or me election petition nied by the petitioner 
and meant tor service upon respondent l4os. 4 and 6 are still in the record of 
his case since the service of notice of the election petition cou.d not be ellected 
upon them in the ordinary course and recourse nao to oe taicen to the provision 
of Order 5, rule 20 of the Code of Civil Procedure, Comparing Ext. ‘O’ with the 
other two copies of the election petition lor service respondents 4 

and 5 respectively), I have no manner of douot in rr.y mind that it is the identi¬ 
cal copy of the election petition which was flJea by ti.e petiiicner and rerved upon 
respondent No. 1, and that there is no merit in ir.e conieutloii ot tne learned 
Counsel for the petitioner that Ext. ‘O’ is a laKed aocament. irearned Counsel 
for the petitioner, however, contends that in order to prove the genuineness of 
Ext. ‘O’, respondent No. 1 should have filed an extra copy of the election petition 
which had been filed by the petitioner for the purpose oi effecting service of 
notice upon him by post; and that having not been done, it will be unsafe to hold 

Ext. 'O’ to be a genuine copy of the election petition which was filed by the 

petitioner. In my opinion, there is no force in this contention, having regard 
to the fact that, the genuineness of Ext. ‘O’ was not called In question while evi¬ 
dence was being adduced at the trial. In my opinion, no duty lay upon respon¬ 
dent No. 1 to produce the extra copy, the genuineness of which he did not 
challenge, and which was also not the copy accompanying the election petition, 
but filed subsequently. Therefore, for the reasons which I have given above, 

I hold that Ebct. ‘O’ Is not a spurious document, but the identical copy of the 

election petition which was filed by the petitioner for service upon respondent 
No. 1, as contemplated by section 81(3) of the Act of 1961. 

15, The next question Is whether Ext. ‘O’ is not a true copy of the election 
petition as urged on behalf of respondent No. 1, My attention has been drawn 
to certain discrepancies between Ext. ‘O’ and the original election petition which 
are set out below: 

(a) In paragraph 12, as also In paragraph 13 of the original, it has been 

stated that the total number of elected members of the Bihar Legis¬ 
lative Assembly at the time of the impugned election was 316, 
whereas In Ext. ‘O’, this figure has been stated to be 317 in both 
these paragraphs; 

(b) In paragraph 16 of the original. It has been stated that respondents 2 

and 3 had been set up as candidates in the election by the Sanyukta 
Socialist Party, and as to respondents 6 and 6, it was stated that 
they had been set up by the Communist Party of India and the Jana 
Sangh respectively. But in Ext. ‘O’ It has been stated that the 
candidates who were set up by the Sanyukta Socialist Party were 
respondents 2 and 6, while respondents 3 and 6 had been set up by 
the Communist Party of India and the Jana Sangh respectively; 

(c) In paragraph 28 of the original, the following passage occurs : 

“Particulars of the gifts and gratifications In the form of bribe offered by 
respondent No. 8 and his election agent and his agent with the 
connivance and consent of the said respondent No. 8 and his elec¬ 
tion agent are set out in Annexure ‘D’ hereto annexed.” 

But the passage In Ext. 'O’ rends : 

“Particulars of the gifts and gratifications In the form of bribe offered 
by respondent No. 8 and his election agent and his agent with the 
connivance and consent of the said respondent No. 1 and his elec¬ 
tion agent are set out in Annexure ‘D’ hereto annexed”; 

(d) In paragraph 3 of the verification at page 25 of the original, It has 

been stated, inter alia, that the statements made In paragraph 3 of 
the election petition are true to the petitioner’s Information, but In 
Ext, 'O’, no verification has been made with respect to the statements 
made In paragraph 3 of the election petition and instead verification 
has been made twice with respect to the statements made In para¬ 
graph 2, once as true to the petitioner’s knowledge and again as 
true to his Information; 
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(e) In paragraph 3 of Annexure ‘B’, a list of 20 parsons has been given, 

one Of wnlch is Shrl Brhidaban Swana, M.L.A. In the original, and 
Shrl Brindaban Swansi, M.L.A. In Ext. ‘O’; 

(f) In Annexure ‘C’ relating to the particulars of corrupt practice mention¬ 

ed in paragraph 25 of the election petition, it has been stated in the 
original that Shri Munshl Hansda, M.L.A., had oHered money and 
promised to pay money to Shri Jetha Kisku, M.L.A., for casting his 
first preference vote In favour of respondent No. 1 at the M.L.A., 
Flai on 19th March, 1968, but in Ext. ‘O' mention has been made of 
the name of Shri Paul Hansda, M.L.A., as the alleged offerer of 
money to Shrl Jethu Kisku, M.L.A.; and 

(g) In Annexure ‘C’ again, the original reads that the offer of money and 

promise of payment of money was made to Shri Mahablr Paswan by 
Respondent No. 1 and Shrl Balwant Nath Singh M.L.A., on 26th 
March, 1968, but in Ext. ‘O’, this date has been stated as 28th March, 
1968. 

16. Having regard to these discrepancies between the original election peti¬ 
tion and the copy (Ext, ‘O’), Mr. Verma contends that Ext. 'O’ is not a copy, far 
less, a true copy of the election petition as contemplated by section 81(3) of the 
Act of 1951, and as such there has been a non-compliance pf the provision of 
section 81 (3), whereby the peremptory provision of section 86(1) of the Act of 
1951 is attracted. As agaiusr this, Mr. Singh toi the peiitioner contends that the 
discrepancies between the original and Ext. 'U are inconsequential and by no 
means of such a vital character as to attract the peremptory provision of section 
86 ( 1 ).' 

17. The true meaning of the work "copy” which occurs in section 81(3) has 

been Indicated by their Lordships of the Supreme Court in Murarka Radhey 
Shyam. Ram Kumar V. Roop Singh Bathore and others (A.I.R. 1964 Supreme 
Court 1545), There It has been held that the word ’copy” in subsection (3) of 
section 31 does not mean an absolutely exact copy, but means that the copy 

shall be so true that nobody can by any possibility misunderstand it. The test to be 

applied in such a case is whether the copy is such that any variation from the 
original is calculated to imsicna w ordinary person. In other words, a true 
copy need not necessarily be an exact copy and may be accepted as true copy 
so long as any error or omission therein Is merely clerical and of such a nature 
that nobody would be misled thereby. In the light of this authoritative pro¬ 
nouncement of the Supreme Court, the point which falls far my consideration 
Is whether the discrepancies between the original election petition and the copy 
(Ext. ‘O'), which have been noticed above, are merely Inconsequential or whether 
Ihey are of such a character as to mislead an ordinary person. So far as dis¬ 
crepancies (a) and (b) are concerned, I am Incllnded to think that they are 

Inconsequential as they are not likely to mislead an ordinary person. The 

questions as to what was the total number of elected member of the Assembly 
at the material time and which candidate had been set up by which political 
party could not possibly mislead the respondent in the matter of making his 
defence. These are also not material question for decision in this election 
petition. For the same reason the discrepancy (e) as to “Swana” and "Swansi” 
may safely be ignored. The same thing, however, cannot be said with regard to 
the other four discrepancies referred to above. Each of these four discrepancies 
is of a vital character and anybody who reads the copy (Ext. 'O’) and proceeds 
to act upon it without verifying It with the original is bound to he misled with 
regard to the true averments contained in the election petition. I would parti¬ 
cularly stress upon the two discrepancies (f) and (g), one as to the name and 
the other as to the date with respect to the particulars In Annexure ‘C’, a.s I 
consider both of them to be on vital matters, since In regard to them it is 
impossible to think that nobody can be misled by the copy (Ext. ‘O’). It is to 
be remembered that one of the requirements of an election petition is that It musf 
set forth “full particulars of any corrupt practice that the petitioner alleges 
including as full a statement as possible of the names of the parties alleged to 
have committed such corrupt practice and the date and place of the commission 
of each such practice” ; vide section 83(1) (b) of the Act of 1951. The two 
discrepancies pertaining to Annexure "C” of the election petition are, therefore, 
on vital matters, and going by the copy (Ext. 'O’) only, an ordinary person Is 
bound to be misled with regard to both these particulars of the alleged corrupt 
practice. Discrepancies of such a vital character cannot be passed by as being 
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Inconsequential. I am, accordingly, of the opinion tnat Mr. Verma is right in his 
contention that Ext. ‘O' is not a true copy of the original election petition as 
contemplated by section 81(3) of the Act of 1951. 

18, Having found that the copy Ext. ‘O’ which the petitioner had filed along 
with the election petition for service upon respondent No, 1 Is not a true copy 
as envisaged In section 81(3) of the Act, of 1961, I have no hesitation in holding 
that there has been a non-compliance in this respect within the meaning oi 
section 86(1) of the Act. The copy (Ext. ‘O’) cannot fulfil the requirements of 
section 81(3) even though it has been attested by the petitioner under his own 
signature to be a true copy of the petition. Under section 81(3), emphasis has 
been laid upon the duty of an election petitioner to be astute in the matter of 
filing every copy of the election petition meant for service upon the respondents 
so as to ensure that each respondent is furnished with a true copy of the election 
petition along with the notice of the petition. In this connection It would be rele¬ 
vant to note that there wasi an amendment of the law on the subject in 1961, Under 
the previous law, the duty lay upon the Election Commission to ensure that the 
copies of the election petition meant for service on the respondents are true 
copies of the original so that If the copies thereof filed by the election petitioner 
were not true copies, then the defects therein could be rectified under the autho¬ 
rity of the Election Commission. This entailed considerable inconvenience and 
delay in the trial of an election petition. Accordingly, the Parliament thought 
fit to make a provision for properly attested copies of the election petition meant 
'or service upon the respondents, not only with a view to expedite the trial of 
n election petition, but also to put the responsibility for the accuracies of the 
copies to be served upon the respondents upon the election petitioner himself. 
The purpose of the amendment is that If the copies of the election petition 
served upon the respondents are not true copies of the original, then the res¬ 
ponsibility for this defect must lay squarely upon the shoulder of the election 
petitioner, there being no duty on the respondents to make enquiries In order 
to satisfy themselves whether the copies supplied to them are true copies or 
not, It is manifest that the whole purpose of the amendment affected In 1961 
would be frustrated If the respondents on whom copies of the election petition 
are served have still to compare them with the original and have them corrected 
if there are Inaccuracies therein. Reading the provision of section 86(1) In this 
light, it is manifest that a substantial non-compliance of the requirements of 
section 81(3) Is a fatal defect which has to be visited with the penalty indicated 
in section 86(1) of the Act of 1951. The question as to whether the word ‘‘shall” 
as used In sub-section (3) of section 81 Is really intended to be mandatory or 
directory was raised before the Supreme Court In several cares before the amend¬ 
ment made In the Act of 1951 In the year 1966, but It was not finally decided. 
But after the amendment of the law made in 1966 , whereby election petitions 
have been made triable by the High Court, the view that has prevailed In this 
Court Is that the word ‘‘.shall” used In sub-section (3) of section 81 is really 
intended to be mandatory, and not directory, and any substantial non-com¬ 
pliance of section 81(3) must entail the dismissal of the election petition under 
section 86(1); see for examnle the decision of K. K. Dutta, J. in Dr. Lakhl Prasad 
Agarwal V. Sri Nathmal Dokanla (Election Petition No. 19 of 1967) decided on 
the 30th November, 1967 (paragraphs 21 and 22). In Prlya Gupta V. Abrar 
Ahmad and others (Election Petition No. 25 of 1967) decided on the 29th July, 
1968, It has been pointed out that section 86 is a peremptory provision and admits 
on account of the non-compliance of the mandatory provision of .section 81(3) 
of no exception and the Court must enforce it strictly if there Is a non-compliance 
view that ha.s thus prevailed In thl.s Court- In Mohan Ra1 V. Surendra Kumar 
Tanarla and others (Civil Appeal No. 1801 of 1967) decided on the 12th August, 
1968, it has been pointed out that section 88 is a nerepmtory provision and admits 
of no exception and the Court must enforce it strictly If there is a non-compliance 
with the requirements of section 82 and other sections mentioned in section 
86(1). It seems to me, therefore, that there is no escape from the conclusion that 
this election petition must be dismissed under the provision of section 86(1) of 
the Act of 1951. Mr, Singh, however, contends that the nenalty provld^ In 
section 86(1) should not be Imposed unless it is further shown that by reason 
of the non-compliance with the provision of section 81 (.3), preiudlce has been 
caused to respondent No. 1 In making his defence or in the trial of the election 
petition. According to Mr. Singh, no preludwe has been caused to respondent 
No, 1 on account of any of the inaccuracies in Ext. ‘O’. In this connection it is 
pointed out that despite defect No. (f' in Ext. 'O’, respondent No, 1 has led both 
oral and documentary evidence to combat the petitioner’s case on the point of 
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corrupt practice committed by Shrl Munshi Hansda. In my opinion, any consi¬ 
deration of the question of prejfdlce la out of place in view of the peremptory 
provision of section 81(3) and 86(1) of the Act of 1951. The consequence of the 
non-compliance of section 81(3) has been clearly indicated in section 86(1) and 
It would, in my opinion, by beyond the province of this court to introduce any 
consideration therein about prejudice In the matter of the strict enforcement of 
such a peremptory provision. However, I am not satisfied that no pre¬ 
judice has been caused to respondent No. 1 by reason of defect No. (f) 
in Ext. ‘O’. The case of respondent No. 1 with effect to Shrl Munshi Hansda 
is that at the relevant time he was absent from Patna so that he could not possi¬ 
bly have Indulged In the corrupt practice attributed to him In Annexure ‘C’ 
of the election petition. In order to prove his ca.se on this point. Respondent 
No. 1 relied upon the evidence of R.W. 2, whose evidence has been characterised 
by Mr. Singh as no better than hearsay. Respondent No. 1 has also examined 
R.W. 3 to say that he had made certain enquiries and learnt that Shrl Munshi 
Hansda was an indoor patient In a Christian Hospital at Mohul Paharl neat 
Dumka in March 1968, from where he obtained a medical certificate (Ext, L) and 
a bill (Ext. M), Both Exts. L and M have been characterised by Mr, Singh as 
inadmissible in evidence. The evidence of R.W. 3 shows that he had beer 
deputed by respondent No. 1 to make the above inquiries on the 5th May, 1969, 
that is to say, after respondent No. 1 had already entered upon his defence. Had 
the name of Shrl Munshi Hansda found place in Annexure ‘C’ of Ext. 'O’, then 
it was possible that respondent No. 1 would have been in a position to procure 
or adduce better evidence relating to the alleged lUness of Shrl Munshi Hansda 
and his hospitalisation at Mohul Pahari at the relevant time. As the record 
stands, it Is manifest that respondent No. 1 was prejudice in his defence relating 
to the corrupt practice attributed to Shrl Munshi Hansda. 


19. Mr. Singh also relies upon the decision of the Supreme Court m Choudhary 
Subbarao v Member, Election Tribunal, Hyderabad, and others (A.I.R. 1964 

Supreme Court, 1087), where it was held that if there is a substantial compliance 
with the requirement of section 81(3). the election petition cannot be disniis^d. 
'That, however, was a decision under the old law under which the Election Tribu¬ 
nal •was authorised to dismiss an election petition under section 90(3), as It stood 
before the amendment made in 1966. Besides, the finding in that case was that 
there was no non-compliance with the name with the requirements of section' 
81(3). Upon the facts, therefore, Choudhary Subbarao’s case (A.I.R. 1964 Sup¬ 
reme Court 1087) is distinguishable from the facts and the circ”'nstances of the 
present case. The decMon relied upon by Mr. Singh is, therefore, of no avail 
to the petitioner in this case. 


20. For the reasons which I have set out above, I hold that this election peti¬ 
tion is fit to be dismissed under section 80(1) on account of non-compliance with 
the mandatory provision of section 81(3) of the Act of 1951. 


21, It is however, desirable that I should record my decision also on the merits 
of this election petition, particularly because there Is a bitter attack in it upon 
the purity of the Impugned elecTlon. Before taking up the merits of the case, 
however, I ought to deal with a point about the maintamability of the election 
petition The point raised by Mr. Verma is that the election in question was a 
composite election in respect of seven seats which had to be filled up in Hie 
Council of States by the constituency In question, and for this purpose the validly 
recorded votes had to be rotated in accordance with the procedure laid down in 
rules 76 to fil of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, in order to decide which 
of the seven contesting candidates were entitled to be declared elected. In such 
a situation, according to Mr, Verma, the election of only one of the returned candi¬ 
dates, to the exclusion of the other six, cannot be called into question. It Is 
pointed out that if the election of respondent No, 1 alone were to be declared to 
be void, then It would not be possible to ascertain how the first preference and 
other votes counted in his favour ought to have been dealt with, and so 
would be a corresponding repurcussion upon the election of the other contesting 
candidates, the manner of which would remain undecided. It is therefore, urged 
that the election petition designed to avoid the election of only one of the seven 
successful cHSjdidates is not maintainable at all, In support of the ccmtention Mr. 
Verma relies upon the decision of the Election Commission in Rai B^adur 
Snrendra Narayan Sinha u. Ambuladhone Roy and 43 others, Incorporated inSen 
and Poddar’s Indian Election Cases, 1935-1951, at pages 188-201. At page 200 of 
the Book, tl\e following passage occurs: 

“’The svstem of election by means of the single transferable vote is so Inter¬ 
locked that unless anomaly is to be avoided it seems diincult in fact 
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to provide for interference with one election without the election 
being upset as a whole. This in turn le_ads to some anomaly in that 
entirely innocent persons duly elected would have to be unseated. 
Mr. Amulyadhone Roy and the petitioner, for example, cannot be put 
in the position of .contesting for a seat except at an election where 
there are eight other seats being filled, besides the ninth which is the 
pnly one that can come into the picture so far as they are concerned; 
only thus can these two be enabled to repeat the contest found to 
have been Irregular.” 

The point raised by Mr. Verma is, no doubt, attractive but I do not think that it 
can succeed. The reason is that if the election of respondent No. 1 is found to 
have been vitiated on the ground of commission of corrupt practice, as alleged 
in the election petition, then it cannot be allowed'to stand despite certain anoma- 
lies which might arise in the matter of the election of the other contesting candi¬ 
dates. The pgurt must show greater concern for the purity of election than for 
auch anomalies; and as between the two evils, it must disfavour an election taint¬ 
ed with corrupt practice. I, therefore, hold that this election petition cannot be 
dismissed as unmaintainable on the ground that It seeks to challenge the election 
of only one of the seven returned candidates. 

22. On the merits of the case the first question which I ought to consider is 
the question relating to the qualification of respondent No. 1 to fill the seat in the 
Council of States. The qualifications which I qave in mind are, firstly, as to the 
age, and, secondly, as to the residence. The qua'lification as to the age is to be 
found in Article 84 of the Constitution where it is provided that a person shall 
not toe qualified to be chosen to fill a seat In the Council of States unless, he is 
not less than thirty years of age. In paragraph 23 of the election petition it has. 
no doubt, been stated that respondent No. 1 was not qualified to be chosen to 
fill a seat in .the Council of States by reason of deficiency of his age, but it has 
not been alleged what precisely was his age at the time of the election. No evi¬ 
dence also has been adduced on the side of the petitioner on the point of respon¬ 
dent No. Ts age. As against this, respondent No. 1 deposing as R.W. 5 has stated 
that he was born on the 6 th December, 1936, and this has not been specifically 
challenged in his cross-examination. Besides, during the arguments, Mr. Singh 
indicated that he does not press Issue No. 3 which has been framed for determina¬ 
tion In this case, Without persuing the point any further, I hold that the election 
of respondent No. 1 is not invalid for lack of his requisite age qualification. 

23, So far as the qualification as to the residence Is concerned, it is to be found 
In section 3 of the Act of 1961 which reads: 

“A person shall not be qualified to be chosen as a representative of any 
Stage or Union territory in the Council of States unless he Is an 
elector for a Parliamentary constituency in that State, or territory.” 

The case sht up by the petitioner is that at the relevant time respondent No, 1 
Tvas not ordinarilv resident in any Parliamentary constituency of the State of 
Bihar, and. as such, he was not entitled to be enrolled as an elector of the Patna 
West Assembly Constituency, and yet he got his name included in the electoral 
roll of that constituency by resorting to questionable means. Thp stand taken 
by respondent No. 1, on the other hand, Is that he was ordinarily resident of 
Tatna West Assembly constituency at the relevant time, and as such, he was fully 
■eptitled to be enrolled as an eleifior in that constituency, amd that there is no 
truth in the allegation made by the petitioner that his name was included in the 
electoral roll of that constituency through questionable means. Respondent No. 1 
admits that his name was registered as an elector in the Alipur Constituency of 
the West Bengal Assembly in 196ff,'but he has relied upon his application (Ext. 3) 
to show that while seeking his enrolment as an elector in Patna West Assembly 
Constituenev, he had reouested that his name should he deleted from the electoral 
Toll of the Alipur Assembly constituency of the West Bengal, If his name was still 
there. Evidence has been adduced on either side in support of the rival cases 
as to the residence of respondent No. 1 at the time of the impugned election. 
According to the evidence which the petitioner hag adduced, respondent No. 1 is 
pnly nn occasional visitor to Patna, where he comes from time to time In connec¬ 
tion with his business affairs, and whenever he comes to Patna, he stays in a hotel 
Tenown as the Hotel Republic, as Indicated in the Visitors’ Book of that hotel two 
volumes of which are on the record as Exts. 2 and 2/1. Respondent No. 1 has 
deposed that since 1067, he has been ordinarily residing at Patna, where he lived 
in a building situated on the Exhibition Road, known as the Hawai Mahal, until 
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the beginning of the current year, when he shifted to another hoiiae in the PatU- 
putra Colony. But the truth of the evidence thus given by E.W. 5 has been vigor¬ 
ously assailed in his cross-examination. Reading the relevant entries in Exts. Z 
and 2/1 and the evidence of R.W. 5 as a whole, I find it difficult to accept his claim 
that he had any permanent place of residence in Patna, or that he w^s ordinarily 
resident there at the time of the present election. In the normal course, there¬ 
fore, he was not entitled to be enrolled as an elector in the electoral roll of Patna 
West Assembly Constituency. Section 19 of the Act of 1950 clearly provides that 
one of the conditions of registration of a person in the electoral roll of a constitu¬ 
ency is that he must be ordinarily resident in that constituency, Evei> so, 1 fail 
to See how this can he of any avail to the petitioner in this case. The Questio-'' 
as to whether a person is or is not entitled to be registered in an electoral roll 
Is a matter of the satisfaction of the Electoral Registration Officer (see section 
33(2) of the Act of 1950). Besides, section 24 of the said Act provides for an 
appeal to the Chief Electoral Officer from any order of the Electoral Registration 
Omcdr made under section 23. In other words, the Act of 1960 provides an inde¬ 
pendent forum for dealing with all questions relating to the preparation and revi¬ 
sion of electoral rolls and correctness or amendment of entries made therein. If, 
therefore, the registration of respondent No. I’s name in the electoral roll of Patna 
West Assembly Constituency was improperly or fraudulently done, then the 
remedy of the petitioner lay before the Chief Electoral Officer in an appeal under 
section 24 of the Act of 1950. There is no evidence that any objection to the 
registration of respondent No. I’s name was raised before the Assistant Electoral 
Registration. Officer or that any appeal against his order was taken to the Chief 
Electoral Officer. There is also no evidence whatsoever to show that any objec¬ 
tion was raised by anybody before the Returning Officer to the acceptance of the 
nomination of respondent NO. 1 as a candidate for the impugned election. In my 
opinion, therefore, it is too late in the day for tfie petitioner to dispute the pro¬ 
priety of the registration of respondent No. I’s name in the electoral roll. In an 
•election petition the jurisdiction of this Court is confined to the matters indicated 
in sections 190 and 101 of the Act of 1951. It is unnecessary ta set out these 
sections at length. Suffice it to say that in dealing with an election petition, this 
Court is solely concerned with matters involving infraction of the Constitution 
or of any of the provisions of the Act of ]951, Any infraction of the provisions 
of the Art of 1950 la beyond the scope of the inquiry which this Court is called 
upon to make in an election petition, unless it is of such a nature as also to Involve 
a contravention of or non-compliance with the provisions of the Constitution or 
of the Act of 1C51, or of any rule or order made under that Act, So far as the 
Act of 1951 Is concerned. It is enough that respondent No. 1 is an elector within 
the meaning of clause (e) of section 2(1). Even upon the case of the petitioner 
himself, the name of respondent No, 1 was included in the electoral roll of Patna 
West Assembly Constituency before the expiry of the last date for making nomina¬ 
tions for the election in question. It has been shown to me that this has 
involyed any breach of the proyisions of the Constitutlc' or of the Act of 1951, 
It is, therefore, no^ '’Omnetent for this Court to go behind the correctness of the 
releyant entry in the electoral roll and to say that respondent No. 1 was not 
qualified to fill the seat in the Council of States as a representative of the State 
of Bihar. Nor it can be suggested that the nomination of respondent No. 1 for 
the impugned election was improperly accepted in contravention of section 30 of 
the Act of 1951. I am, therefore, of the opinion that the election of respondent 
No. 1 cannot he called in Question on, the ground that he was not entitled to be 
registered as an elector of Patna West Assembly constituency at the material time. 

24. The view which I take receives considerable support from a recent decision 
■of the Calcutta High Court. In Kanallal Bhattachariee v. Nikhll Das and another 
(A.I.R. 1969 Calcutta 267), one of the grounds on which the election of the return¬ 
ed candidate was challenged was that he was not ordinarily resident in the consti¬ 
tuency from where he was elected to the Assembly, though his name did appear 
in the electoral roll of that constituency. Dealing with this question, S. P. Mitra, 
J. observed at page 271 as follows: 

“From the aboye provisions of the 1950 Act and the Registration of Electors 
Rules, 1960, it'anpears that Parliament has prescribed a complete code 
(a) for preparation of electoral roll (b) for objections thereto (c) for 
inclusion of names (d) for correction of entries and (e) for appeal.s 
from various decisions of the registration officer.” 

Rejecting the contention put forward on 'behalf of the petitioner that violations 
of the Act of 1950 are still within the purview of Election Court his Lordship 
observed at page 273 as follows: 

"Upon considering the relevant statutory nrovlsions and the authorities 
aforesaid it is at least clear that a violation or non-observance purely 
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of the Act of 1&50 or any rules made thereunder is outside the pur¬ 
view of Section 100(1) (dUiv) of the Representation of tlie People 
Act, 1951 and as such, an Election Court wHich derives its jurisdiction 
from the 1951 Act is not entitled to look into that violation or non- 
observance.” 

-His Lordship then proceeded to consider whether the Inclusion of a non-resident 
in the electoral roll of a constituency Involved any violation of Article 326 of the 
Constitution, and held that it did not. Adverting to the provisions of the Act of 
1951, his Lordship held at page 279 thUt the High Court trying an election petition, 
under the Act of 1951 has no jurisdictloji to question the legality of inclusion of 
a person’s name fn an electoral roll, except where it can be shown that there haa 
been a violation of an express provision of the Constitution. With respect, I flnd^ 
myself in complete agreement with the views expressed in this decision. For the 
aforesaid reasons, the first ground of attack against the validity of the election of 
respondent No. 1 put forward in this election petition must fail, 

25. The more vital question for decLslon is whether the election of respondent 
No. 1 should be declared as void on the ground of commission of acts of corrupt 
practice as alleged in the election petition. But before proceeding to deal with this 
que.'itlon. 1 would like to give a brief outline of the activities of the various political 
parties in the State of Bihar on the eve of the Impugned election. After the general 
election of 1987, a coalition Government, popularly known as the United Front 
Government, was formed under the leadership of Sri Mahamaya Prasad Sinha, the 
leader of the Bhartiya Krantl Dal (B.K.D.), with the support of other non-Congress 
political parties, Including the Swatantra Party, of which the then leader was the 
Raja Bahadur of Ramgarh, Shri Kamakhya Narain Singh. In fact, the Raja 
Bahadur was also a member of the Mahamaya cabinet. Within a few months, how¬ 
ever, several members belonging to fhe constituent units of the United Front Gov¬ 
ernment withdrew their allegiance from it and formed a new political party, known 
as the Shoshit Dal, In a bid to topple the Mahamaya ministry and to form another 
Government. The Shoshit Dal, which was founded on the 2nd October, 1067, had 
the support of the Congress Party In acting In opposition to the United Front 
Government- The opposition proved so effective that the United Front Government 
led by Shri Mahamaya Prasad Sinha was voted out of power on the 25th January, 
1968. Two days later, namely, on the 27th January, 1968, a new Government was- 
formed with Shri Satlsh Prasad Singh (R.W. 2) of the Shoshit Dal as the Chief 
Minister. The strength of the Shoshit Dal in the Bihar Assembly was 27, and It 
had the support of 11 or 12 other legislators. The Congress Party also lent Its 
support to the Shoshit Dal Government. Shri Satisb Prasad Singh, however, func¬ 
tioned as the Chief Minister for only three days, after which he stepped down at 
the direction of his party In favour of Shri B. P. Mandal, a member of the Parlia¬ 
ment, who was In the meantime, nominated as a member of the Bihar Legislative 
Council, as he was the chief leader of the Shoshit Dal. In the cabinet formed by 
Shri B, P. Mandal, Shri Satlsh Prasad Singh was included as a minister and held 
the portfolios of Food and Supply. But the rise of the Shoshit Dal to power was 
short-lived. It was confronted by an opposition formed by the other non-Congress 
political parties, which was known as the Sansmkta Vldhayak Dal, under the leader¬ 
ship of Shri Bhola Paswan Shastri. The opposition put forward by the Sanyukta 
Vldhayak Da] proved so strong that despite the support extended to it by the Con¬ 
gress Party, the ministry of Shri B. P. Mandal collapsed on Ihe 18th March, 1963, 
as a result of a no-confldence motion which was passed against It at the Instance’ 
of the legislators belonging to the Sanyukta Vldhayak Dal, which Included the 
members of the B.K.D. and the Swatantra Party. Within a few days thereafter, 
Shri Bhola Paswan Shastri formed a new ministry as the leader of the Sanyukta 
Vidhayak Dal. At that stage, however, the B.K.D. had to face a rough weather. 
There was a sharp difference of opinion between Its leader Shri Mahamaya Prasad 
Sinha and the Raia Bahadur of Ramgarh on the issue of their .lolnlng the Bhola 
Paswan Shastri cabinet. The Raja Bahadur defected Into the Janta Party, of which 
he was the leader before the general election of 1967. Having thus parted nollHcal 
company with the B-K.D., the Raia Bahaduur joined the cabinet of Shri Bhola- 
Paswan Shastri. Several other legislators belonglntt to the B.K D. also defected 
from that party, and the result was that the strength of the B K.D.. which was 20. 
was reduced to only 3. However, the Bhola Paswan Shastri Ministry was also 
short-lived and It v^nt out of office in the last week of June, 1968, after which the 
Assembl.v was dissolved and the President’s rule was imposed In Bihar. It will 
thus be seen that the present Impugned election had taken place at a time when 
the atmosphere that was prevailing In Bihar was one of great political rivalry and 
acrimony. 
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26. This much is quite clear from the materials on the record that, In particular, 
the relationship between the members and supporters of the Shoshlt Dal and those 
of the political parties which were the constituent units of the United Front Gov¬ 
ernment was one of great political bitterness. As slated by Sri Jaswant Kumar 
Choudhary (P.W. 4), himself a member of the Swatantra Party, the Shoshil Dal 
was formed by certain defectors of the constituent units of the United Front Gov¬ 
ernment with the avowed aim of forming the Government. The fact was that in 
less than four months, after its formation, the Shoshit Dal with the support of the 
Congress Party had succeeded not merely in voting the United Front Government 
out of power, but also in wresting the power for itself- Besides, during the brief 
tenure of its office, the Shoshit Dal Government had taken certain strong measures 
against the Raja Bahadur of Ramgarh, who was one of the ministers in the 
Mahamaya cabinet- The evidence of Shrl Balwant Nath Singh (R-W. 1) shows that 
Shrl Kamakhyo Narain Singh wa.s the minister incharge of Mines' and Minerals in 
the United Front Government, and in connection with mines and minerals a ease bet¬ 
ween the Bihar Government and Shrl Kamakhya Narain Singh was pending In the 
Calcutta High Court. Shortly before the fall of the Mahamaya ministry, the case 
in the Calcutta High Court was withdrawn on behalf of the Government, but when 
the Shoshit Dal Government came into power, R-W. 1 became the minister incharge 
of Mines and Minerals, and during his ministry, the Bihar Government got that 
case restored in the Calcutta High Court. The evidence of R'.W. 1 as also of P-W. 6 
further shows that another action which the Shoshit Dal Government had taken 
wa.s to constitue an Enquiry Commission to enquire Into the actions of Shrl 
Kamakhya Narain Singh and others. These facts have not been controverted on 
behalf of the petitioner and It is, therefore, legitimate to think that the members 
of the Swatantra and other constituent parties of the United Front Government 
were on terms of great bitterness with the members and supporters of the Shoshit 
Dal, and this bittemesa continued not only at the time of the impugned election, 
but even afterv’arda. 

27. So far as the petitioner Is concerned, the admitted position is that at the 
time of the impugned election, he was a member of the Swatantra Party and he 
was sponsored as a candidate in the election by the B.K.D., with which the 
Swatantra Party was In coalition- It Is also abundantly clear from the materials 
on the record that he had great political attachment with Shrl Kamakhya Narain 
Singh, Initially both he and Shrl Kamakhya Narain Singh were members of the 
Janta Party with Shri Kamakhya Narain Singh as its leader. But on the eve of 
the formation of the United Front Government, the Janta Party had merged with 
the Swatantra Party, of which Shri Kamakhya Narain Singh became the leader and 
the petitioner became the General Secretary of the Bihar Unit of the Party. Both 
of them remained in the Swatantra Party while the Mahamaya ministry was In 
power as well as until the fall of the Shoshit Dal Government, which took place 
only ten days before the Impugned election. But when there was some difference 
between Shri Kamakhya Narain Singh and Shri Mahamaya Prasad Sinha, on the 
question as to whether the B.K.D- should join the ministry of Shrl Bhola Paswan 
Shastri or not, then Shri Kamakhya Narain Singh left the Swatantra Party and 
reverted to the Janta Party, of which he was the accredited leader. When Shrl 
Kamakhya Narain Singh reverted to the Janta Party, then the petitioner also joined 
that party. In other words, the petitioner was a sharer In the acrimony between 
his party and the Shoshit Dal. 

28. So far as respondent No- 1 is concerned, he has been rightly described by 
the learned counsel for the petitioner as a stranger in the politics of Bihar. Respon¬ 
dent No. 1 (R'.W- 6 ) has himself stated that he was elected-to the Bengal Assembly 
in the general election held In 1967 and remained a member of that Assembly 
untlll Its dissolution on the 20th January, 1968. It was thereafter that he trans¬ 
ferred his political activities to Bihar- The petitioner’s version as to how respon¬ 
dent No. 1 enlisted the support of the members of the newly established shoshit 
Dal has been set out In paragraph 20 of the election petition, where, in substance, 
It has been stated that while the no-confldence motion against the Shoshit Dal 
Government “under the initiative of the Sanyukta Vldhayak Dal was on the anvil, 
the said respondent, with a view to ensure the sympathy and support of the persona 
In power, offered his purse to some members of the said Ministry to buy, if possi¬ 
ble, the secession of members affiliated to the party-sponsors of the no-confldence 
motion and to enlist their support to the said ministry and by way of reciprocal 
arrangement and advantage sought the support and backing of some of the Minis¬ 
ters, particularly the then Chief Minister and his friend and colleague, Shrl 
Balwant Nath Singh, the then State Minister Incharge Mines Department, In 
respect of his intended candidature for election to the Rajya Sabha”. Such mutual 
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understanding is alleged to have been arrived at between respondent No. 1 and tht 
leaders ot the Shoshlt Dal a few days before the 18th March, 1968, the date when 
the no-coniidence motion against the Shoshlt Dal Government was passed. But this 
has been stoutly denied in paragraph 32 ol the written statemant of respondent 
No. 1, whose case, in substance, is that he had formally joined the Shoshlt Dal as 
a member in February, 1968, and he had contested the Impugned election as the 
official candidate of that party. On the side of the petitioner, no attempt has been 
made to substantiate the allegations of oiler of money leading to reciprocal arrange¬ 
ment or mutual understanding put forward in paragraph 20 of the election petition 
Even though Shrl Satya Naraln Sharma (P.W. 7) has said something about the 
prospective candidate being required to contribute to the party fund—a story not 
to be found in the election petition he has made no mention about any reciprocal 
arrangement between the Dal and respondent No. 1, either for supporting the 
Shoshlt Dal ministry or for buying the support of the sponsors of the no-confidence 
motion. As against this, respondent No, 1 has adduced some evidence in support 
of his case that he was enrolled as a member of the Shoshit Dal and that he was 
sponsored as the official candidate of the Shoshit Dal for election to the Rajya 
Sabha. He has brought on the record a membership enrolment form (Ext. G) to 
show that he was admitted as a member of the Sho^lt Dal on the 10th February, 
1968. He has also brought on the record Ext. I which purports to be the copy of 
a resolution signed by Shri Jagdeo Prasad as Convenor of the Shoshit Dal dated the 
21st March, 1968, and reads; 

“At a meeting of the Parliamentary Board of the Shoshlt Dal held tonight at 
the residence of the Chief Minister. Shri B. P. Mandal, It was decided 
tbat Shri R. K, Poddar be adopted as the Shoshit Dal candidate for the 
Rajya Sabha-” 

In course of his arguments learned counsel for the petitioner vehemently assailed 
the authenticity of Exts- G. apd I, both of which were produced by respondent 
No. 1 from his own custody. As to Ext. G, it was urged that its reliability ha.s not 
been established with reference to Its counterfoil from the Shoshlt Dal Secretariat. 
In regard to Ext- I It was argued that it has not been properly nroved and it has 
not been supported by calling for other official records of the Parliamentary Board 
of the Shoshlt Dal referred to by R.W. 2, such as, the application, if any, made to 
the Dal by respondent No, 1 for his nomination as the Party’s candidate, the 
agenda of the meeting supposed to have been held on 21st March, I960, and minutes 
book of the Excutlve Committee or the so-called Parliamentary Board ol the Party. 
It has been pointed out that according to R.W. 1, a whip had been Issued on 27th 
March, 1968 by the Shoshlt Dal in connection with the condldature of one Shri 
Bhagwan Singh, who was set up by the Shoshlt Dal as its Party’s candidate for 
election to the Bihar Legislative Council which had taken place at abbut the same 
time- It has been urged that had respondent No. I been set up as the Party’s 
candidate for election to the Rajya Sabha, then it was expected that n similar whip 
would have been issued In connection with his candidature, but no such document 
has been brought on the record. The argument of learned counsel for the peti¬ 
tioner is that upon the failure of respondent No. 1 to bring such vital doeument.s 
on the record, an Inference should be draiATi that there is no truth in hl.s claim 
that he was admitted as a member of the Shoshit Dal or that he was adopted as 
the official candidate of that Dal for the Rajya Sabha election. In this connection. 
J have been referred to the recent decision of" The Supreme Court in the case of 
Dr. M. Chenna Reddy V- V- Ramchandra Rao and another (Civil Appeal No. 1449 
of 1968) decided on the 17th December, 1968, where It has been nolnted out that 
there Is an inherent difference between the trial of an election" petition and a 
criminal trial. Unlike In a criminal trial, the candidate charged with corrupt 
practice In an election petition invariably leads evidence to prove his denial. In 
such a case, the duty of the Court is to weigh the two versions and come to a 
conclusion as to whether notwithstanding the denial and the evidence in rebuttal, 
a reasonable person Can form the opinion that on the evidence the charge is satis¬ 
factorily established. The Court also cannot lo.se sight of the fact that quite apart 
from the nature of the charge, the trial itself goes on as if the ls.sues In a civil suit 
are being investigated into. The petitioner has to give particulars of the corrupt 
practice with details. In default whereof, the allegations way be Ignored The 
procedure before the High Court ha.s to be In accordance with that applicable to 
the trial of suits under the Code of Civil Procedure with the aid of the provisions 
of the Evidence Act. Therefore. It is permissible to draw inference against the 
party who does not call evidence which should be available in support of his 
version. In my opinion, however, there are two difficulties In the way of accepting 
these contentions of the learned counsel for the petitioner. One is that the peti¬ 
tioner has led no positive evidence to the effect that respondent No. 1 was not 
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ctiiolJed as a membei: of the Shoshit Dal or that he was not set up by that party 
!>, Its candidate in the election. Secondly, Exts- G and I were allowed to go into 
evidence without objection, and not even a suggestion was thrown to R-W. 1 who 
pi’uved these two documents that they were not genuine. In his examination-in- 
hlet R.tV. 1 said; 

‘ 1 know Shri Rajendra Kumar Poddar, who is the respondent in this case. 
In 1968, he was a member ot the Shoshit Dal. 1 identify the writing 
of Shri Jagdeo Prasad as well as of 3hri Rajendra Kumar Poddar. 
This member.snlp receipt Is of my party and I identify the writings 
thereon of Shri Jagdeo Prasad and Shri R .K. Poddar (Points out- 
Marked Ext. G).” 

R-W. 1 further stated; , , , . . , 

“On 21st March 1968 a formal resolution was passed by our Barty nominating 
Shri Poddar as our candidate in the election. A copy of that resolution, 
was forwarded to the candidate conce.rned. This is the copy of the 
resolution bearing the signature of Shri Jagdeo Prasad which I identify 
(marked Ext. ‘I’)-” 

These two statements of R.W. 1 were not specifically challenged in his cross- 
examination. Besides, one of the petitioner’s witnesses, Shri Shambhu Nath Jha 
(P.W. 2) had earlier stated in no uncertain words that “Shoshit Dal had adopted 
Rajendra Kumar Poddar as a candidate of Its party for the Rajya Sabha”. The 
evidence of Brijmohan Singh (P.W. 5) was that R.W, \ had told him that Soshlt 
Dal wanted Poddar to be elected to the Rajya Sabha. The evidence of Satya 
Narain Sharma (P.W. 7) was that Shri Poddar had approached the legislators of 
the Shoshit Dal for their support of his candidature and that in support of his 
candidature some of the legislators of the Shoshit Dal, among whom were Mahanth 
'Sukhdeo Giri, Balwant Nath Singh, Jagdeo Prasad and other.s who had pleaded 
for the party’s support. It would thus appear that it was more or less undisputed 
at the time when the petitioner led evidence, and even until R.W. 1 deposed, that 
the respondent No, 1 had become a member of the Shoshit Dal and that the Dal 
had adopted him as its candidate in the Raj.ya Sabha election. It was not until 
R.W. 2 came to the witness-box that the petitioner abandoned his former stand 
and cros.s-examined R.Ws. 2 and 5 at great length with a view to discredit the 
respondent’s case on both these points. I do not think that by reason of such a 
change of front on the part of the petitioner, any duty lay upon respondent No, 1 
to bring on the record any further materials in support of Exts. G, and I. It 
would, therefore, be unreasonable to draw any adverse inference against him, 
as suggested on behalf of the petitioner. 

29 Learned counsel for the petitioner has also relied upon several statements 
of R-.Ws. 2 and ,6 with a view to demonstrate that their evidence about respondent 
No. 1 having been adopted as the official candidate of the Shoshit Dal in the 
impugned election is unworthy of credence. I have gone through the evidence of 
these two witne.s.'^es rrdnutely, and I may .say that had they stood by themselve.s. 
T would have been inclined to accept the contention put forward on behalf of the 
petitioner. But the fact is that there are various other materials on the record 
which lend con.siderable .support to the case of respondent No. 1 t):iat the Sho.shit 
Dal did adopt him as its candidate m the impugned election. I have already 
referred to ihe evidence of P.W. 2 on this point. The evidence of P.W. 7 also 
shows that the candidature of respondent No. 1 did come up for consideration 
repeatedly before the members of the Shoshit Dal and In the di.scussion of his 
political party. P.W. 7 had opposed the candidature of respondent No. 1 on some 
ground to which I will advert later. If Ext. I is genuine, as I hold it to be, then 
it Is manifest that the oufeome of the discussion, to which P-W. 7 has referred, 
was that the Shoshit Dal had ultimately decided, at least one week before the 
day of poll, that respondent No. 1 would be its olflrial candidate in the election- 
This also explains the circum.stances that respondent No, i had filed his nomination 
(Exts. H and H/1) on the 18th March, 1968, as an independent candidate. Even 
according to Ihe case set up by the petitioner in paragraph 20 of his election 
petition, the dialogue between respondent No. 1 and the leaders of the Shoshit Dal 
wa.s concluded before that date. But since no formal resolution was adopted by 'Ihe 
party until the 21st March, 1968. it i.=; manifest that respondent No. 1 could not 
have described himself as the official candidate of the Shoshit Dal in hi.s nomina¬ 
tions (Exts. H and H/1). But the fact that an Informal decision to this effect had 
already been taken by the party leaders Is indicated strongly by the fact that the 
proposers of respondent No 1 in Exts H and H/1 were prominent members of 
the Shoshit Dal, namely, Shri Balwant Nath Singh (R.W. 1), In one case, and 
Shri Ramehandra Yadav. who, as the evidence shows, was the Treasurer of that 
party in the other- Both these proposers of respondent No. 1 were ministers tn 
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the Shoshlt Dal Government (see R,W. 1 and P.W. (1 respectively). Upon a consi¬ 
deration of the relevant materials on the record, I have come to the conclusion 
that respondent No_. 1 was not merely enrolled as a member of the Shoshlt DaL 
but was also the official candidate of that party in the Impugned election. 

30. The only other material to which reference need be made in this connection 
is a newspaper report (Ext. 5) showing that respondent No. 1 had filed his nomina¬ 
tion as an Independent candidate. But it is difficult to act upon a newspaper report. 
Besides, that is not inconsistent with the other materials on the record to which 
I have referred in support of my finding that respondent No. 1 was formally adopted 
as the official candidate of the Shoshlt Dal on the 21st March, 1968. 

31. The real question at controversy between the parties is not whether res¬ 
pondent No. 1 was the candidate of the Shoshit Dal in the impugned election, but 
that was the ground which had weighed with that political party tn adopting him 
as its official candidate. According to the case set up by the petitioner, what had 
weighed with the members of the Shoshlt Dal was the petitioner's purse, whereas 
accordhig to respondent No. 1, his selection as such was made in consideration of 
his social and political status, besides his education and young age. According to 
R.W. 2. such step was taken on the ground that the idea of his party was to 
organise the Shoshlt Dal on All India basis and it was thought that respondent 
No, 1, who was formerly a member of the Bengal Legislative Assembly, might be 
of help in that endeavour. The original idea of the party, however, did not mate¬ 
rialise because the Shoshit Dal Government was voted out of office on 18th March 
1968. 

.82. In commending the petitioner’s case on this point for my acceptance, Mr. 
Singh has put forward the following arguments. The Shoshit Dal was party of 
defectors. Respondent No. 1 was “a new born babe" in the Dal, having become 
its member in February, 1988, and accepted as that party’s candidate in the very 
next month. The evidence of R.W. 5 shows that he had been lurking around 
the ofl3.ce of the Shoshit Dal located In the M.L.A. Flat occupied by Mahanth 
Sukhdeo Glri, one of the Ministers of the Shoshlt Dal Government; the purpose 
obviously was to duck about for votes and support for his candidature- His cons¬ 
tant visits to the Party’s office must have enabled him to assess his position, 
as also to realise what sort of man he had to deal with; besides the evidence 
of R,W. 1 and 2 indicate that the leaders of the Dal had very little knowledge 
about his social and political activities. The financial position of the Shoshit 
Dal was very meagre since the evidence of R.W. 2 indicates that his party’s Bank 
balance had remained stationary at the modest figure of Rs- 160. As against 
this respondent No, 1 was a millionaire or at least in po.ssession of considerable 
monetary resources. The party’s bosses must have thought of seizing the oppor¬ 
tunity of utilising the monetary resources of respondent No. 1 to their advan¬ 
tage, Respondeni. No. 1 in his turn has shown himself by his answers in the 
witness box to be not merely an intelligent, but also a shrewd person, in as 
much as at several stages during his cross-examin.ation he had eluded the cross¬ 
examiner by anticipating the questions which were going to be put to him and 
modulating his answers in order to baulk the cross-examination. He has sought 
to make a wonderful distinction between ‘defection’ and ‘deviation’ on the part 
of his party-men. Such a shrewd man was not likely to make any leap in the 
dark or to leave his political future to chances. Before deciding to contest the 
election as the candidate of the Shoshit Dal, he must have obtained a firm 
commitment of support from its members and this must have been secured by 
P.W. 7, who has said the reason why he was opposed to the candidature of 
respondent No, 1 was not that he was not a non-resident of this State, but that 
"he was introducing monetary considerations for securing our support”. These 
arguments, however, must be pitted against certain other circumstances about which 
there is ample Indication in the record. As I have already indicated, the Shoshit 
Dal was brought into existence with the avowed object of seizing the political 
power. Its rise to glory was meteoric. Inasmuch as it succeeded in forming the 
Government In less than four months of Its birth. ’This meteoric rise must have 
attracted the notice and admiration of young persons in politics with aspirations 
for the future. Ac about the relevant time, respondent No. 1 had lost his member¬ 
ship of the Bengal Legislative Assembly and he was confronted with a cessation 
of his political activities in West Bengal on account of the introduction of the 
President’s rule there. As an ambitious voung politician, he may well have turned 
his eyes upon the political situation In Bihar where new opportunities seemed to 
have come into existence in the wake of phenomental rise of the Shoshit Dal to 
ppwer. It would not be strange if In these circumstances respondent No. 1 identi¬ 
fied himself with the Shoshlt Dal and staked hl.s ’’uture political career, by associa¬ 
ting himself with that Dal. The Shoshlt Dal In its turn seems to have been anxious 



Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 13, 1969/BHADRA 22, 1891 3855 


for ijiQre and more support for Itself. Ad uittedly, 11 had admitted a journalist of 
repute like Shrl Shambhu Nath Oha (P.'W. 2) Into Its fold and had conferred upon 
him the status of a cabmet minister, although he was not even a member of ihe 
Bihar Legislature at the relevant time. Further, as the evidence shows, almost 
every legislator belonging to the Shoshit Dal, as also those who had extended 
their support to it, had already become ministers of the Government of their parly. 
For setting up a candidate for the Rajya Sabha election, the Shoshit Dal had to 
make a suitable selection from outside its immediate folds. Even according to the 
evidence of P.W. 3, apart from respondent No. 1, there were two or three candidates 
who were anxious for the support of the Shoshit Dal Legislators. There is no 
evidence on the side of the petitioner as to who those two or three other candidates 
were. But according to respondent No. 1, one such candidate was Shrl Shambhu 
Nath Jha (P.W. 2) himself, though P.W. 2 has denied this fact. However, It does not 
appear that the Shoshit Dal had set up any other candidate In the election to the 
Kajya Sabha, though at the relevant time it was certainly in a position to set up a 
candidate of its‘own in the Impugned election. It is, therefore, non improbable 
that the Shoshit Dal had selected respondent No- 1 as Its oOldal candidate in the 
impughed electicn in pursuance of its alms and policies or to consolidate its posi¬ 
tion In the political life of Bihar. Going by probabilities alone, therefore, it 
cannot be held conlldently that what had weighed with the Shoshit Dal in choo.sing 
respondent No. 1 as its official candidate in tne election was his purse. 

33. Be that it may, concluded finding on a charge of corrupt practice of bribery 
attributed to a successful candidate cannot be arrived at on a consideration of ihe 
probabilities of the case It has been repeatedly held by the Supreme Court ihat 
a charge of corrupt practice is in the nature of a criminal charge and must be 
establi.shed by cogent and reliable evidence without apy reasonable doubt relating 
thereto. 

It is hardly necessary to emphasise that the law looks upon the electoral offence 
of bribery with the utmost disfavour. Under the Act of 1951, a successful candidate 
against whom such a charge of corrupt practice is brought home, not only loses his 
seat in the legislature, but also incurs a disqualification for a period of six years 
under section (lA of that Act. In the Indian Penal Cone al.so, a set of olfcnce.s relating 
To election has beqn Incorporated In Chapter IX A, Section 171 B provides that an 
offence of bribery is committed both when a person gives a gratification to another 
with the object of inducing him or any other person to exercise any electoral right 
or of rewarding any pcr.son for having exercised any such right and when any person 
accepts for himself or for any other person any gratification by way of reward for 
exercising any such electoral right. In other words, both the giving and accepting 
of Illegal gratiflcaiion is punishable under the Indian Penal Code. About the quality 
of mercy, Shakespeare wrote in his Merchant of Venice; 

It is twice bless’d; 

It blesseth him that gives, and him 
that takes 

So, as to the vice of the electoral offence of bribery, it may be said: 

It is twice damn’d 
It damns him that gives and 
him that takes. 

Further, section 99 of the Act of 1951 imposes a duty upon the High Court to name 
all person or persons who may be proved at the trial of an election petition to 
have been guilty of corrupt practice and to Indicate the nature of that corrupt 
practice, I have emphasised upon the gravity of the charge of corrupt practice 
attributed to respondent No. 1 with a view to indicate that it cannot be proved 
except by cogent and reliable evidence, or evidence as to tne truth of which there 
is no scope for entertaining the slightest doubt. The question is, has the petitioner 
adduced evidence of such calibre in proof of his case on corrupt practice. 

34. I will now turn to the Particulars of corrupt practice as detailed In Annex- 
ures ‘B", ‘C and 'D' of the election petition. In all, a dozen incidents Involving 
the Corrupt practice of bribery within the meaning of section 123(11 of the Act of 
1951 are alleged to have taken place which, in chronological order, were as follows; 
(i) On 19th March 1968, at the M.L.A. Flat (Gardiner Road), Shrl Muu'^hi 
Hansda, M.L.A. made offer of money and promised to pay money to 
Shrl Jatha Klsku, M.L-A. for securing the latters vote with first pre¬ 
ference In favour of respondent No. 1 (Annexure: C). 
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(li) On 23’Cl March 1988, at the M.L.A. Flat, similar oiler and promise la 
pay money tor tne same purpose were made by respondent No. I 
and tji'i Ealwant Nath fauigh IE, W. 11 to Hri Kagnunandan Eiusad; 
(Annexure C). 

(hi) On 26th March 1968, at No. I Strand Road, re.spondcnt No. 1 and B.W. 
2 made oiler ot money and promised to pay money to Sri IVlahablr 
Paswan (P.W. 6) for the same purpose: (Annexure C), 

(Iv) On 26th March 1968, respondents Nos. 1 and 8 conferred together at 
the Republic Hotel, Patna, with Sri Brijmohan Singh (P.W. a) and 
Sri Saheb Prasad Shastri, a political worker, and appealed to them 
to secure some votes with first and second preferences only In favour 
of either of those two respondents, and respondent No. I assured 
them that regardless ot the fact whether he got the first or the 
second preference, the voters would be paid Rs. 4,000 each by res¬ 
pondent No. 8 who had kept ready cash in hand lor payment: (An¬ 
nexure D). 

(v) On 27th March 1968, at the M.L.A. Flat, respondent No. 1 and R.W. 2 

made offer of money and proml.sed to pay money to Sri Janme.iay 
Nath Choubey for securing the latter's vote with first preference in 
favour of respondent No. 1. (Anne.xare C); 

(vi) On 27lh March 1968 at the M.L.A. Flat, Sri Bhagai Murmu ollered and. 

promised to pay money to Sri Jetha Kisku for the same purpose. 
(Annexure C); 

(vii) & (viiij On 27th March 1968 at 1, King George Avenue, the residence 

of Mahnnth Ram Kishore Da.s, M.E.A., respondent No. 1 offered and 
promised to pay money to crl Saiya Narain Sharina (P.W. 1 ) and 
to Sri Jaswant Kumar Choudhary (P.W. 4) for the same purpose: 
(Annexure C); 

(ix) On 27th March 1968 at 1, King George Avenue, R.W. 1 olleied and 

promised to pay money to P.W. 4 for the .same purpose: (Annexure 
C); 

(x) On 2 7in March 1968, a dinner was oigamsed at 1. King George Avenue 

In tne name 01 iviananth Ram Kishore Das, but at the cost oi respon¬ 
dent No. 1, tor meeting seveial M.L.As, and their triends. As the 
guests were arriving, Maharith Ram Kishorc Das went on introducing 
respondent No. 1 and nis eiection agent, Shii Brajeshwar Muliick, to 
them, and Mahanih Ram Ili.sl'.ore Dr anci Smi Da want N'aih Single 
(R.W. 1) alongwitn respondent No. 1 and his election agent, canvas¬ 
sed for a Arm commitment on the part of the invitee-legislators to 
cast votes in lavour of respondent No. 1, Four M.E.As., Sarvshri 
S. N. Abdulla, Ahmad Karim, Mahabir Prasad Yadav and Dr. B. P. 
Jawahar held a conierence with respondent No. 1 and R.W. 1 in a 
separate room lor some lime and thereafter there was some talk 
beyond hearing in divided groups between some of the aforesaid per¬ 
sons and the other assembled guests. After the dinner was over, 
payments were made in currency notes kept in separate envelopes 
which respondent No. 1. brought out m a bundle from a small brief¬ 
case attache, which he was holding with him.self, to 20 M.L.As. 
menLioiied in paragraph 3 oi Annexure ‘B’. Respondent No. 1 took 
out tne envehipes and made them over one by one to Shrl Balwant 
Nath Singh (R.W. 1), who in his turn passed them on to the persons 
named i ' oarag -nph 3. Lastly, respondent No 1 handed over one 
envelope containin' currency notes to Sri Balvvanl Nath Singh 
(R W. m and another similar envelope to Mahanth Ram Kishorc Das. 
After that , two other persons. Sri Paul Hansda and Sri Bhagat 
Murmu nsked for being entrusted with Rs. 4,000 each to enable them 
to negotiate for two more votes for respondent No. 1 during the night, 
savl”'’ that the said two voters were not agreeable to accept the 
money dl"ectlv from respondent No. 1 or R.W 1. Sri Pau' Elansda 
and Sri Bhagat Murmu assured respondent No. 1 that the ballots 
ca.sts in favour of respondent No. 1 on the basis of their negotiation 
would bear a distinct Ink mark which they would point out to res¬ 
pondent No. 1 on the following mo-niTre There upon respondent 
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No. 1 h:inded over one envelope with currency no^es to Sri Paul 
Hansda and Sri Bhagat Murmu each. However, two of the Invitee- 
legislators, Sii Satya Narayan Sharma (P.W, 7) and Sri Jaswant 
Kumar Choudhary (P.W. 4). who had also been offered similar bribe 
by respondent No. 1 at the said dinner meeting, refused to accept the 
money and expressed their displeasure and annoyance at the sug¬ 
gestion of Mahanth Ram Kishore Das and Sri Balwant Nath 
Singh (R.W. 1 ) to vote for respondent No. 1 on acceptance of grati¬ 
fication, and on the contrary, they protested at having been lured 
into payments by respondent No. 1 under the pretext of an Invita¬ 
tion extended for dinner: (Annexure B); 

(xi) On 27th March 1968, at about 10 P.M. respondent No- 8 paid Rs. 6,000 

to Sri Tarnl Prasad Singh, M.D.A., at his residence in Rajendranagar 
and Rs. 5,000 to Sri Bhula Rai, M.L.A. at the M.L.A, Flat at about 
11 p.m. (Annexure D); and, 

(xii) On 28th March 1968 at the Bihar Assembly Buildings, Sri Bhagat 

Murmu ottered and promised to pay money to Sri Jetha Kisku, 
M.L.A., for securing his vote of first preference in favour of respon¬ 
dent No. 1: (Annexure C). 

.' 1 . 6 . With regard to five of the aforesaid Incidents, namely, Nos. (i), (ii) (v), 
(vi) and (xl), no evidence has been adduced by the petitioner at all. Therefore, 
as the evidence stan Is, all the alleged illegal acts of respondent No. 1 and others 
were committed on the day of poll and two days preceding it. 

,36. Incident No. (ili) has been sought to be proved by the evidence of Shri 
Mahabir Paswan (P.W. 6). His version is that in the evening of 26th March, 1968, 
R.We. I and 5 met him at his residence at No. 1, Strand Road, and in the presence 
of R.W, 5, R.W. 1 toid him, to quote his own words, that: 

“I should vote for ^hrl Poddar. Pie also told me that he would make some 
present to me for this purpo.se. I asked Balwant Babu to clarify 
what he meant by 'Sewa'. Thereupon, Balwant Babu told me, com¬ 
mensurate with my nosltlon, he would pay me a handsome amount 
of money. I told Ba'want Nath Singh that it was highly Improper 
for him to have falked to me in this manner." 

P.W. 6 was a State Minister in the Mahamaya mlni.stry. In the general election 
of 1967, he had been elected to Bihar Legislative Assembly as a candidate of the 
B.K.D. Like the petitioner, he left the B.K.D. and joined the Janta Party, of 
which the leader was Shrl Kamakhya Narain Singh. Evidently, therefore, his 
political attachment with the petitioner or with Shrl Kamakhya Narain Singh was 
very great. It is to be remembered that It wa.s at the initiative of the Sho.shit 
Dal that both P.W. 6 and Shri Kamakhya Narain Singh had lost their ministry. 
His own evidence shows that lie had voted in favour of the no-confldence motion 
against the Shoshit Dal Government, of which R.W. 1 wa.s one of the ministers. 
The intensity of bad blood between his political party and the Shoshit Dal can 
well be imagined from his own statement which reads: 

“We had put up sufficient opposition to the Shoshit Dal Government and 
had ultimately succeeded in toppling It. The Shoshit Dal Govern¬ 
ment had set up an Inquiry Commission for investigation of charges 
of corruption against Kamakhya Narain Singh, the leader of the 
Janta Party.” 

In the background of such bitterness, it appears to me highly incredible that 
respondent No. 1 would have been so foolish as to indulge in such an act of 
corrupt practice at the very door of an Important member of the party of his 
rival who was the official candidate of the B.K.D. It Is also too much to believe 
that R.W. 1 had lost all sense of decency so as to indulge in such a corrupt act 
within a few days of having been voted out of office at the vote of P.W. 6 and 
others in the no-confldcnce motion. P.W. 6 has said that he had been refrained 
from taking any action against R.Ws. I and 5 since they were his friends, although 
he knew that offer and acceptance of bribe are criminal offences. But if R.W. 1 
would have been such a friend of his then it was expected that he would have 
shown some kindness for him at the time of casting his vote In the no-confldence 
motion against the Shoshit Dal Government. Since P.W. 0 did not show any 
kindness for him at that time. It Is dlfRcult to believe that he would have shown 
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any consideration at the subsequent stage .as suggested by him, if R.W. 1 would 
have ready indulged in such a criminal act prejudicial to the official candidate 
of the B.K.D. P.W, 6 has not suggested that R.W. 1 had approached him to spare 
his ministry by not voting In favour of the no-confidence motion against the 
Shoshit Dal Government; rather in view of the bitterness of pohtical feehngs then 
prevailing, It is unthinkable that R.W. 1 could have approached P.W. 6 with any 
such request. If R.W. 1 did not approach P.W. 6 for his own sake, it is highly 
improbable that he had thought of approaching him for the sake of respondent 
No. 1 only a lew days later, as described by P.W. 6. How vitally P.W. 6 is 
interested In the petitioner’s case in this Court Is clear from his own statements; 

'T did feel sorry at the defeat of the petitioner in this election. I had 
advised him to file an election petition. I do want that he should 
win this election petition.” 

It seems to me that it will be highly unsafe to rely upon the xmcorroborated 
testimony of such a partisan and highly interested witness. He has deposed that 
on 28th March, 1968, he had met the petitioner at his residence on the S. P. Verma 
Road after the declaration of the results of the election. But he does not say 
that he had any talk with the petitioner about the alleged incident of the 26th 
March, 1068. The petitioner also has not desposed in this case, which he would 
not have failed to do at least to corroborate P.W. 6, if the latter would have told 
him about the alleged Incident of 26th March, 1968, when they had met on 28th 
March, 1968 after the declaration of the results. Evidently, P.W. 6 had told him 
nothing about the incident until then, and so its truth Is greatly in doubt. I am, 
therefore, of the opinion that the evidence of P.W. 6 Is wholly insufficient to prove 
the petitioner’s case relating to incident No. (lii) referred to above. 

37. In order to prove incident No. (iv) which also is alleged to have taken 
place on 26th March, 1968, the petitioner has relied upon the testimony of Shri 
Brljmohan Singh (P.W. 5), The version of P.W. 5 Is that on that day he was 
introduced to respondent No. 1 by R.W. 1 at the Republic Hotel where respondent 
No, 8 and Shrl Saheb Prasad Shastri were also present. He had talks with res¬ 
pondent No. 1 about the prospects of his election to the Rajya Sabha. In course 
of his talks respondent No. 1 had requested him to arrange for some votes for 
him, saying that he was prepared to pay Rs. 4,000/- for each voter who would 
vote for him, but, says P.'W, 5, he declined to help respondent No. 1 in this matter. 
It will be noticed that the version of P.W. 6 Is at variance with the particulars 
set out In Annoxure “D” of the election petition, according to which respondent 
NoS. 1 and 8 had jointly appealed P.W. 5 and to Shrl Saheb Prasad Shastri to 
secure some votes with first or second preference only in favour of either of those 
two respondents. Further, according to Annexure “D”, It was respondent No. 8, 
and not respondent No. 1, who had kept cash money ready In hand for payment to 
voters regardless of the fact whether respondent No. 1 got the first or the second 
preference. In his evidence P.W. 6 has exhonerated respondent No. 8 of the charge 
of corrupt practice and his merely spoken about his presence In the company of 
respondent No. 1 at the Republic Hotel. The story of P.W. 5 that respondent 
No. 1 was prepared to pay Rs. 4000/- to each voter who would vote for him Is 
fit to be thrown out on this ground alone. Further, the evidence of P.W. 5 
shows that he had political alliance with the Congress Party. He had contested 
the general election of 1967 as a Congress candidate, but he was unsuccessful, 
and then he was nominated as a candidate for election to the Bihar Legislative 
Council as a Congress nominee from the Bihar Legislative Assembly. The evi¬ 
dence shows that In that Council election also, the Shoshit Dal had set up a 
candidate of its own. The Congres.s Party had candidates of Its own In the elec¬ 
tion to the Rajya Sabha, It sounds highly Improbable that in this context R.W. 1 
would have thought of bringing P.W. 5 In touch with respondent No. 1 for the 
purpose of securing votes for him In his election. It Is all the more improbable 
that respondent No. 1 would have talked with P.W. 6 In the aforesaid manner, 
particularly when, as the evidence of P.W. 6 himself shows, there was no prior 
acqulntance between the two, P.W. 5 has stated that prior to meeting him at 
the Republic Hotel on 26th March, 1968, he had not met respondent No. 1. He 
had not met him thereafter also. It appears to me unbelievable that at his very 
first meeting with a man of a rival party and a strange, respondent No. 1 could 
have thought of talking with him about paying bribe to voters; rather respondent 
No. 1, If at all he met P.W. 6 would have known that as a Congress man. P.W. 5 
was not expected to extend any support to him the election, in which the Con¬ 
gress Party had set up three candidates of Its own. The unreliable character 
of the evidence of P.W. 5 Is also apparent from the fact that although he claims 
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to have spoken to the petitioner on 27th March, 1068 about the alleged talks with 
respondent No. 1 on the previous evening, the petitioner did not think It worth¬ 
while to cite him as a witness in this case until the 20th March, 1969, when he 
applied for issue of Desti summons In his name, n this connection I may also 
point out that the records of the Republic Hotel (Exts, 2 and 2/1) do not show that 
re.spondent No. 1 had stayed in that Hotel on 26th March, 1968. There is an 
■entry in Ext, 2/1 dated 25th March, 1968, but It does not appear to be reliable, 
as there is some overwriting on it and it has not been signed by the alleged 
visitor. This is another circumstance to Indicate that P.W. .‘i could not have 
met respondent No, 1 at the Republic Hotel on 26th March, 1968. It appears that 
there is also some element ot partisanship in him. He had been elected to the 

Hlhar Legislative Assembly In the general election of 1962 as a candidate of the 

Swantra Party, of which the petitioner was also formerly a member. I, there¬ 
fore. consider it highly unsafe to act upon the uncorroborated testimony of 
P.W, .8 and I hold that the petitioner has failed to prove the alleged incident of 
20th March, 1968 at the Republic Hotel. Thus, neither of the two Incidents of the 
20th March, 1968. involving corrupt practice of bribery, namely. Incident Nos. 
(Ill) and (iv) has been proved. 

38, That takes us to the most serious part of the petitioner’s case, namely, 
that relating to Incidents Nos. (vil), (vlll), (ix) and (x), all of which are alleged 

to have taken place on 27th March, 1968 at No. 1, King George Avenue, the 

residence of Mahanth Ram Kishore Das. These Incidents are sought to be proved 
by three of the most important witnesses of the petitioner, Sarvashri Shambhu 
Nain Jha (P.W. 2), Jaswant Kumar Choudhary (P.W. 4) and Satya Naraln 
Sharma (P.W. 7). P.W. 2 is a reputed journalist and Editor incharge of the 
Searchlight, a dally newspaper of Patna. He was not a member of the legislature 
at the relevant time, but he was Invited by Sri B. P. Mandat to join his ministry 
and he was a minister of the cabinet rank in the Shoshit Dal (Government from 
10th February, 1968 to 22nd March, 1968. He was, however, a minister without 
portfolio. The version of P.W. 2 is that he had attended a dinner meeting of the 
Shoshit Dal legislators which was held at the residence of Mahanth Ram Kishore 
Das on 27th March, 1968. On that- occasion, he saw that money was distributed 
to the legislators to persuade the voters to cast their votes in favour of respondent 
No, 1 in the election which was to be held on the following day. Giving some 
details of the incident, he has deposed: 

“Money was handed over in envelops and some of the recipients had 
opened the envelopes and counted money they contained. Among 
those who counted the money in my presence on that occasion I 
recall the names of Sri Jagdeo Prasad, Mahanth Sukhdeo Girl, Ram 
Nagalna Singh, Ahmed Karim, and Satlsh Prasad Singh. Among 
others who had received the envelopes I recall the names of Ram- 
chandra Yadav, Mahabir Prasad Yadav, Mahabir Prasad, Ramasis 
Singh, Ramchandra Prasad, Dr. B. P. Jawahar, Majhia Majhi, Simon 
Tigga, Paul, Hansda, Munshi Hansda, Bhagat Murmu, Kesho Prasad 
Singh, S. M. Abdulla, Sohan Lai Jain and Nath Mai Dokania. On 
that date all these were the sitting members of the Bihar Legislative 
Assembly. The money was brought by one who, I was told, was a 
cashier of Sri Poddar. Mr, Balwant Nath Singh was present there. 
The money was taken by Sri Poddar and personally handed over by 
him to the various persons whom I have named above. Mahanth 
Ram Kishore Das was also present there. Balwant Nath Singh was 
also an M.L.A. and a former state Minister of Government of Bihar. 
I cannot recall the name of any other person who may have been 
present on that occasion. Sri Shatrumardan Sahi and Sri Satya 
Naraln Sharma, both of ■whom were ministers, had objected to the 
payment,’’ 

Tn answer to a Court question as to whether he could get any Idea as to how 
much money had passed In this manner, P.W. 2 said; 

“Mr, Poddar was prepared to pay up two lakhs of rupees, but I learnt that 
the amount Involved was about one and half lakhs of rupees.” 

His further evidence is that in regard to the aforesaid Incident, he had addressed 
a communication (Ext, 1) to the Home Secretary of the Government of India on 
the following day. 
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89. P.W. 4 was a member of the Swatantra Party and an eleeted member of 
the Bihar Legislative Assembly at the material time. His version is ihat he had 
been invited to a dinner party which was held at the residence of Mahanth 
Ram Kishore Das in the night of the 27th March, 1968. About 30 to 40 persons, 
were present at the residence of the Mahanth inclusive of servants and bearers. 
Theie Kumar Balwant Singh (R.W. 1 ), who is his friend, introduced him to res¬ 
pondent No. i. The dinner was over at about 10 or 10-15 p.m. and thereafter 

several people were go.ssipping here and there. At that stage, Mahanth Ram 

Kishore Das, the host, and Kumar Balwant Singh (R.W. 1) were seen taking the 
guests who were member.s of the Legislative Assembly in batches of two or three 
Into a side-room, R.W, 1 took him also into that room. What he saw and ex¬ 
perienced In that room has been described by him in the following words; — 

“There I saw Sri Rajendra Kumar Poddar haridinfi over envelopes to Kumar 
Balwant Singh who wa.s making them over to the M.L.As. saying that 
this was for taking Pan etc., so that they might vote tor Sri Rajendra 
Kumar Poddar. Among the recipients, I saw some counting money 
which was in the envelops handed over to them. A similar oiler of 
bribe was made to me, but I did not accept the money. I expressed 
my anger to Kumar Balwant Singh, and after using abusive words 

towards him, 1 left that room saying that I was not so mean as he 

thought me to be. In the room, the persons whom I had seen counting 
money from the envelopes v,^ere, Sri Satish Prasad Singh, Sd Ahmad 
Karim and Sri Ram Nagina Singh, all M L,As.” 

P.W. 4, however, took no action of any kind In this connection. He did not raise 

any issue about it at the sitting of the Assembly on 28th March, 1968, nor he 

made any complaint about this matter to any authority at any time. 

40. P.W, 7 wa.s elected to the Bihar Legislative Assembly in the general elec¬ 
tion of 1967 as a candidate ot the P.S-P., one of the constituent units of the United 

Front Government. He was one of these who had withdrawn their support to 
the Mahamaya ministry and joined the Sho.shit Dal after defecting from the P.S.P. 
When the Ehoshit Dal Government came into power, he became a minister. He 
remained a member of the Shoshit Dal until December, 1968, but did not renew 
his membership In January, 1969. He has given the account ot certain events 
which preceded the fateful day 27th March, 1968, The no-confldence motion 
against the Shoshit Dai Government was tabled on the 13th Marcn, - 968 , On 
that day there was some rll.seussion amongst the members ot the Shosliit Dal in 
connection with supporting the candidate In the Rajya Sabha election. A pro¬ 
posal was put forward that such can-lidpte should be supported by the members 
of the Dal who contributed money to its fund. But some other members of the 
Dal, Including P.W. 7, opposed this Suggestion. One ot the candidates in the 
election wa.s respondent No. 1 and ho had approached the legislators ot the 
Shoshit Dal for their .support of his candidature. Some of the Shoshit Dal 
legislators had pleaded for the party's support to his candidature. Ultimately, 
re.spondent No. 1 succeeded in enlisting the support of the legi.slalnrs of the Shoshit 
Dal, several ot whom had decided to support ht.s candidature in consideration of 
monetary payment. The offer and acceptance of bribe money took place at the 
residence of Mahanth Ram Kishore Das in the evening preceding the day of elec¬ 
tion. All those who had gone to the Mahanth’s residence on that evening were 
legi.slator.s, besides, P.W. 2, R.W 1 and a tew others Before the dinner was held, 
respondent No. 1 had suggested that all the legislators should assemble at one 
place and, on that occasion, he would make payments to them as far as he could. 
After the dinner was over, what happened according to P.W. 7 was this. The 
legislators were going In batches of tv.'o or three into a side-room, adjacent to the 
main hall, where all the guests had assembled, and coining back with envelopes 
containing money. Among such legislators were Paul Hansda, Munshl Hansda, 
Bhagat Murmu, N.E. Horo, Mahanth Sukhdeo Girl and Bam Nagina ‘^'ingh. In 
the meantime R.Ws 1 and 5 requested P.W. 7 al.so to go into that room for the 
same purpose, saying that It had been decided that every legislator would be paid 
Rs. 4,000/- in consideration of supporting the candidature of respondent No. 1. 
After that R.W. 1 stretched out towards him a long envelope saying that it con¬ 
tained Rs, 4,000/- which he was paving to him on behalf of respondent No. 1 
and added that he should al.so support the candidature of respohdent No 1. like 
others. But P.W. 7 did not accept the money and left the room telling respondent 
No. I that he could not be so mean as to sell hl.s conscience for monetary con- 
alderatlons. R.Ws, 1 and 2 did not. however, leave P.W, 7 alone and about two 
hours after P.W. 7 had left the residence of the Mahanth, both of them alon^ 
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wilh three or five oihej. pe.soot, approacheu nini ac riis j.esiUence. These pejple 
toid him that when the consensus ot opinion in his parly was to support the 
candldaiure of respondent No. 1, then he should also support him, but F.W, 7 
remained firm and told them that left to himself, he might have supported the 
candidature of respondent No. 1, but he was repelled by the manner In which 
he had been approached for the purpose. UiiUke P.W. 4 he Ciaims to have made 
a written report about the incident to the authorities and also to have raised the 
issue at subsequent meetings of his party, but he did not raise any question about 
il in the A.ssembly though it continued to be in session for about three months 
thereafter. 

41. The petitioner also filed an affidavit sworn by Shri S. M. Abdullah on the 
2t!th April, 1969, to the efiect that there was a meeting of the Shoshit Dal at the 
residence of Mahanth Ram Klshore Das on the 27th March, 1968, and there res¬ 
pondent No. 1 had oflered a sum of Rs. 4,000/- to him, but having protested 
against such barter of votes, he had rejected the offer and made over the amount 
to Shri Jagdeo Prasad, tne Secretary of the party, in presence of respondent No. I- 
This affidavit was filed along with a petition for summoning Shri S. M. Abdullah 
for his evidence at the trial. But no such incident finds mention in any of the 
Antieiiures to the election petition. The name of Shri Abdullah figures promi¬ 
nently in Annexure ‘B’ but for reasons best known to himself, the petitioner did 
not include his name either in his original h.st of witnesses or in his second list 
oi the 20th March, 1969. He filed this petition at a late stage after six out of 
his nine witnesses had been examined at the trial I did not feel persuaded to 
allow such a belated petition lor issuing summons to Shri Abdullah. In the cir¬ 
cumstances, the affidavit of Shri Abdullah can be of no avail. It is quite clear from 
the provisions ol' rule 1 of Order 19 of the Code of Civil Procedure that the 
affidavit of a witness can be read as evidence at the hearing only if the Court 
permits such a procedure, lor sufficient reason, on such condition as it thinks 
reasonable. No such order has been recorded In this case. Besides, it would 
be highly unreasonable to make use of such an affidavit of which the statements 
have not been tested by cross-examination of the deponent, I, therefore, leave 
this affidavit totally out of consideration, and proceed to deal with the evidence 
of P.Ws. 2, 4 and 7. 

42. I have great respect for the eminent position of each of these three wit- 

nes.scR in the public life of Bihar, but this alone cannot relieve me of the duty 

of SCI utini/.lng their evidence with care and caution. It is an oft saying that in 
politics, as in war, everything is fair, and that, in my opinion, casts a duty upon 
the Court to be astute lest it might mistake the wood for the tree. A warning 
to this effect was sounded by the Supreme Court in .Tagannath and another 
Versus. V. Narayan Uttamrao Deshmukh and another. Civil Appeal No, 1,69 of 
1968, decide,! (,n the 6(1, Scot.iiVo-, 1968. 3’he e it has been caici that the Court 
must be satisfied that the evidence on the point of corrupt practice stands all 
scrutin.y and does not bear the stings of having been manipulated, and further 

that in elections, as In war. evcyvihing seems fair and the Court has to he astute 

ah the time to see that there had not been foul practice. 

48. While dealing with the evidence of P.Ws. 2, 4 and 7, one cannot miss to 
note that each one of them had reasons of their own for not looking upon the 
success of respondent No. 1 at the election with favour. The evidence of P.W. 8 
is clear that the Sw.qtanlra Party had decided to support the candidature of the 
petitioner. So far as P.W. 4 Is concerned, I have no doubt in my mind that no 
reliance can safely be placed upon his testimony. P.W. 4 must have had ample 
reasons for disappointment at the results of the election at which the candidate 
of his party, namel,y, the petitioner had suffered a defeat. He has himself stated 
that the Swatantra Party had no alliance of any kind with the Sho.shit Dal and 
he was in opposition ol the Shoshit Dal Government and had exercised his vote 
in the no-confldence motion against that Government. Besides, I have grave 
doubts about his presence at the Mahanth’.s place on the night In question. In 
Ext. 1, as will anpear hereafter, the occasion has beeri described as a meeting 
of the Shoshit Da1 legislators. It is hard to believe that any Invitation could 
have been extended to P.W. 4, a man of the rival camp, to such a meeting or to 
a function or gathering, supposed to have been organised on behalf of respondent 
No, 1 with the illegal purpose of buying votes by making monetary payments to 
the electors. Inviting a man of the rival carno on an occasion like this would 
have amounted to acting against the very Interests of respondent No. 1 Tp my- 
op'nion. he could never have been at the Mahanth’s residence on the eve cf the 
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poll. P.W. 4 has nowhere suggested that R.W. 1 or R.W. 6 had made any proposal 
lo him on any previous occasion that he should lend his support to ihe candida¬ 
ture ui respondent No. 1 or accept any money irom nun tor exercising his lancnisc 
in ms lavour in prelerence to the candidate oi ms own party, it is, tnereiore, 
iiigniy incredlable that all on a sudden he was not only Invited at the adeged 
dinner, but also offered money In an envelope so that he might vole lor respon¬ 
dent No. 1, He also could not posslHy have gone there as an uninvited guest. 
The lact tnat there 1b no truth in his story is clear trom the circumstance that 
dithough he claims to have seen rt.Ws. 1 and b committing such grave electoral 
offences with his own eyes, he made no complaint about it to any authority or 
hied any petition anywhere. With regard to incidents Nos. (viii) and (ix), his 
-evidence stands alone with nothing to corro^borate it. Talking about incident No. 
(xt he has betrayed his rivalry for the Shoshit Dal by roping in Satish Prasad 
Eingh (R.W. 2), although the name of R.W. 2 does not find place In Annexure 'B’. 
I, therefore, discrad his evidence altogether. 


44. Before dealing with the evidence of P.Ws. 2 and 7, I ought to clear up a 
matter about which there is a controversy between the parties. I have already 
Indicated that an election to the Bihar Legislative council from the Assembly 
Constituency was going on side by side with the impugned election. The date 
of poll in the Council election was 29th March, 1968. One of the candidates in 
that election was Shrl Shambhu Nath Jha (P.W. 2). The case of respondent 
No. 1 is that P.W. 2 was trying that the Shoshit Dal should accept him as its 
■olflclal candidate in the council election, but the Shoshit Dal did not accept his 
request and set up another candidate of Its own in that election. So out of annoy¬ 
ance against the Shoshit Dal, P.W. 2 contested the Council election as an inde¬ 
pendent candidate, but he was able to secure only one vote and thus sutlered a 
miserable defeat. According to respondent No. I’a case, P.W. 2 was also a 
candidate for his party’s ticket in the impugned election, but this has been denied 
by P.W. 2 and 1 do not consider it necessary to enter into this controversy. P.W. 2 has, 
.however, admitted that he was a candidate for election to the Council, as being a 
minister at that time, he wanted to become a member of the legislature. But the 
claim of P.W. 2 Is that he had contested the Council election as a Shoshit Dal 
.candidate. If P.W, 2 was a candidate of the Shoshit Dal In the Council election, 
then he could have no cause for grievance against the members of the Dal, even 
if he lost that election. But the question to be decided Is whether the claim of 
P.W. 2 that he had contested the Council election as a Shoshit Dal candidate Is 
.true. Of course, P.W. 2 was a cabinet minister in the Shoshit Dal Government 
until Its fall. But the evidence on behalf of respondent No. 1 shows that the 
Shoshit Dal had turned down the request of P.W. 2 for the ticket of his party 
for the Council election and had adopted one Shri Shagwan Singh as its candi¬ 
date In preference to P.W. 2, Speaking about this matter, R.W. 2 gave three 
reasons for the decision of their party to decline to give its ticket to P.W. 2, 
namely, (i) P.W. 2 was admitted In the cabinet without the concurrence of the 
members of the party, (li) He was not a political figure before, and, (Ill) Shri 
Bhagwan Singh had produced certain papers in the party meeting which indicated 
that several cases had been Instituted against P.W. 2. It Is not necessary to 
Investigate Into the correctness or otherwise of all these reasons. But It .seems 
to me, as I shall presently shown, that R.W. 2 had truly stated that P.W. 2 was 
not the candidate of his party in the Council election. A curious feature of the 
ministership of P.W. 2 was that he had remained a minister without portfolio 
all the while. Evidently, his admission into the Shoshit Dal cabinet did not evoke 
any enthusiam amongst the Shoshit Dal legislators, almost “Jl the whom were 
members of the cabinet, It is not at all surprising, therefore that the consensus 
of opinion in the Shoshit Dal was against the candidature of P W. 2 in ihe 
Council election. In this connection the evidence of P.W. 7 is significant. He 
stated that P.W. 2 had approached the Shoshit Dal for its support in the election 
to the Vldhan Parishad and that the Shoshit Dal legislators had decided in a 
party meeting to vote for him. But he also admitted that P.W. 2 was able to 
secure only one vote, and that really shows that the Shoshit Dal legislators had 
not extended their support to P.W. 2 In his election at all, because at the relevant 
time their strength was 27. and had It "been true that they had decided to vote 
for him, then he would not have secured only one yote. I, therefore, accept the 
evidence of R.W. 1 that the Shoshit Dal had decided not to extend Its support 
to P.W. 2 but to adopt Shri Bhagwan Singh as Its candidate. In cross-examination 
he stated that the decision to set up Shri Bhaewan Slneh as his party’s candidate 
-for the Council was taken at a part meeting ’d on the 26th March, 1968, It Is 
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obvious that the evidence of R.W. 2 to this ellect also is correct, since, P.W. 7 
also has spoken about such a party meeting. But his evidence with regard to the 
decision arrived at in that meeting cannot be preferred to the evidence of R.W. 2, 
having regard to the results of the voting which took place on 20th March, 1968. 
So the true fact is, as stated by R.W. 2 that the Shoshlt Dal legislators had finally 
decided on 26th March, 1968 not to support the candidature of P.W. 2. Even, 
P.W, 7 made the following statement: 

“I had not supported the candidature of Shrl Shambhu Nath Jha, nor had 
I helped him in the election to the Council’’. 

Had the decision of his party been to vote for P.W. 2, there could have been no 
reason for P.W. 7 not to support his candidature. P.W. 7 has not indicated any 
other reason for not supporting the csuididuture of P.W. 2 Rather he has admitted 
that Shri Bhagwan Singh was a candidate for the Council seat on behalf of the 
Shoshit Dal. It is difficult to believe, as P.W. 7 suggests, that both P.W. 2 and 
Bhagwan Singh were candidates of the Shoshit Dal in the Council election. He 
has himself admitted that Shri Bhagwan Singh had secured 16 or 18 votes as 
against one vote secured by P.W. 2, This could not have been the voting results 
if both these candidates would have contested the election on behalf of the 
Shoshit Dal. I, therefore, hold that P.W. 2 has falsely claimed that he was *he 
candidate of the Shoshit Dal in the Council election. The evidence of P.W, 2 
shows that having joined, the cabinet at the invitation of Shri B. P. Mandal, he 
was anxious to become a member of the legl.slature, a natural anxiety for a non- 
legislator minister. It follows that by the time that the impugned election took 
place, all hopes of P.W. 2 to get his party’s support in his election had been 
shattered and he had become frustrated. It was really In this state of frustration 
and disappointment that he thought of addressing a communication like Ext, 1 
to the Home Secretary of the Government of India, with a view to disgrace the 
Shoshit Dal, as a whole, since it had virtually disowned him. 

45. In Ext. 1, P.W. 2 came out with a version that on 13th March, 1968, im¬ 
mediately after a cabinet meeting of the Shoshit Dal Government, a proposal was 
put forward by a minister (not named) that the seat for the Rajya Sahha should 
be sold to the highest bidder. P.W. 2 was taken aback by such a suggestion and 
two or three other ministers also objected to it, but an overwhelming majority 
supported the idea. His objections were ignored because he was not a member 
of the Assembly and he was told that he had no business to Interefere in such 
affairs. Subsequently, the Shoshit Dal legislators, almost all of whom were Minis¬ 
ters, State Ministers and Deputy Ministers, met several times and openly declared 
at each of these meetings that each one of them would take R.s. 4,000/- before 
votes were cast for the Rajya Sabha seat. P.W. 2 was present in nearly all such 
meetings, P.W. 2 has further stated in Ext. 1: 

"The last meeting of the Shoshit Dal legislators were held on March 27 at 
the re.sidence of one of the ex-Mlnister, There I saw with my own 
eyes these ex-Mlnlsters collecting their envelopes containing four 
thousand rupees each. I was present in that meeting as an Ex- 
Minister. The election was held on March 28 and Mr, Poddar got 
the votes of all 38 Shoshit Dal M.L.As.” 

Ext. I ends with the foUowdng feelings of P.W. 2: 

“I think since our Independence there ha.s been no such Instance in which 
bribes have been paid and accepted so openly In the meetings by 
legislators for exercising their votes. I think the matter should be 
fully Investigated by the CB.l. so that suitable action can be taken 
to prevent the recurrence of such shameful things In future. Some¬ 
thing has to be done to save this country from corrupt politicians.’’ 

It is significant to observe that P.W. 2 did not think It worth-while to address 
any such communication to the Home Secretary prior to the 26th March, 1968 
(the fateful date when the Shoshit Dal legislators had rejected his request to 
adopt him as its party candidate In the Council election), in spite of the fact that 
the Shoshit Dal legislators are supposed to have rebuked him on 13th March, 
1968 and made repeated declarations that they would take Rs. 4,000/- each 
before casting their votes for the Rajya Sabha election and P W. 2 was present 
In nearly all such meetings. Had there been any such declaration by the Shoshit 
Dal legislators, then P.W. 2, as a man of integrity and self-respect, would not have 
sought the support of the Shoshit Dal legislators, or stood In the Council election 
as a candidate of the Shoshit Dal. He would have disassociated himself entirely 
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with the activities of his parly meu Ironi the very moment when his objections 
were Ignored and he was told on Uui March, 18&3 (before 18th March, 1968) 
that he had no business to interfere in such aliairs as he was not a member oi the 
Assembly, It is curious that in spite of such a rebuff alleged to have been given 
to him, he made no complaint to the Chief Minister, Shri B. P. Mandal, although 
It was at his Invitation that he had condescended to join the Shoshit Dal cabinet. 
Neither In the election petition nor in evidence, there Is any attack upon the 
integrity of Shri B. P. Mandal, personally. Even in Annexure ‘B’, his name does 
not find place. One would, therefore, have expected P.W. 2 to have complained 
to Shri B. P. Mandal about the alleged Illegal propensities of his party men. 
prom the circumstance that P'.W. 2 did not speak to Shri B. P. Mandal about 
these matters and on the other hand, went on soliciting the support of the Shoshit 
Dal Legislators for his own election, and from the further circumstance that he 
did not think it fit to address any such communication to the Election Commission 
-or to the Government of India, or to any other authority until 2eth March, 1988, 
it would be legitimate to entertain considerable doubt as to the truth of the state¬ 
ments Incorporated in Ext. 1 at a time when his political frustration was com¬ 
plete. In the circumstances, I am of the opinion that it would be extremely ri,sky 
to act upon the evidence of P.W. 2, even though it may seem to have been partly 
corroborated by his own version in Ext. 1- 

46. It should also be borne in mind that both P.Ws. 2 and 7 had parted political 
company with the Shoshit Dal before they figured as witnesses in the present trial 
Thi.s means that they have deposed in this case when their frame of mind was 
one of thorough disgust for the political party to which they once belonged. In 
the case of P.W. 7, his disgust had riseo to such a high pitch that when the 
Shoshit Dal had offered him its ticket for the mid-term election held in February, 
1969, he thankfully returned it. Evidence of such angry or disgusted persons 
must naturally be viewed with great caution. 

47. With regard to P.W. 7, It is abundantly clear that his approach to the ques- 
-tion of giving his party’s ticket to respondent No. 1 was parochial. In cour.se of 
his cross-examination he himself stated: 

“At no lime, neither on 27th March, 1968, nor on any other occasion, I had 

agreed to support the candidature of Shri Rajendra Kumar Poddar. 

I was anxious that the candidate who should win the election to the 
Rajya Sabha should be a member of the Shoshit Dal who was resi¬ 
dent of Bihar." 

Subsequently, P.W. 7, realised that he had unconsciously betrayed his parochial 
outlook In the matter, and so he modified his stand as follows; 

'Tn the discussions of my political party I had opposed the candidature of 
Shri Rajendra Kumar Poddar not on the ground that he was a non¬ 
resident In this State, but on the ground that he was introducing 
monetary considerations for securing our support. I set up such 
opposition at each of my party discussions prior to 27th March, 1968. 
I put up my oppo.sitlon against Shri Poddar on the above ground at 
two or three party meeting.s and always in a general way. The first 
time when I put up thlg opposition against Shri Poddar’s candidature 
was on the date on which the no-confldence motion was tabled namely 
13th March, 1968. Thereafter, I again put forward my opposition to 
Foddar’s candidature two or four days subsequently in presence of 
Mahanth Sukhdeo Giri and others. Thereafter, for about a week I 
continuou.sly opposed the candidature of Shri Poddar at my party 
meetings.’’ 

J will comment upon his evidence about the Introduction of monetary consider¬ 
ations by respondent No- 1 a little later. But this much Is quite clear that P.W. 7 
was opposed to the candidature of respondent No. 1 from the very beginning as he 
was not a resident of Bihar, and despite his opposition when respondent No. 1 
wag adopted as the official candidate of his party and even succeeded in the electiim, 
P.W. 7 could not possibly have viewed hi.s success except with disfavour. In the 
circumstances, it will not be unreasonable to think that the present preceedmg 
has merely provided an opportunity to P.W. 7 to make a final bid to nullify the 
election of a candidate whom he never liked. His evidence cannot, therefore, be 
said to be above board. 

48. It has already been found that the Shoshit Dai had decided on 21st March, 
1968, that respondent No 1 would be its official candidate in the impugned election- 
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Upon the evidence before the Court, there ig nothing to show that there was any 
protest afiainst this decision of the party, except perhaps by one or two Shoshit 
Dal legislators like P.W. 7 so a dinner meeting for the purpose described by P.Ws. 
2, 4 and 7 was not at all necessary for securing the support of the whole body of 
the Shoshit Dal legislators lor the election of their official candidate, '^or securing 
the support of one or two dissentients, the elforts of respondent No. 1 and his 
supporters like R.W- 1 would have been confined to approaching them individually 
at their residence or elsewhere. They did not stand in need of approaching 
P.W- 2 for this purpose at all, as he was not an elector. Nor he had any hold 
over the Shoshit Dal legislators- If they stood in need of tackling P.W- 7, then 
they would have approached him privately and not publicly in the manner alleged 
by him. The evidence of P.W- 7 shows that several of the candidates in the 
election did go to his residence for the purpose of soliciting his vote, and this had 
happened two or four days before the date of poll- Among such candidates, 
P.W. 7 was able to recall the names of the petitioner and respondent Nos. 7 and 
17, and he says that he had informed respondent No- 7 that he would support his 
candidature as he wanted him to win the election. But P-W. 7, does not .suggest 
that respondent No. 1 or any one else on his behalf had approached him like this 
tor his personal support. On the contrary, he has clearly stated: 

“Prior to meeting me at my residence in the night of 27th March, 1968 
Shri Poddar or Shrl Balwant Nath Singh had not approached me at 
my residence." 

The reason must have been that P-W. 7 had made it abundantly clear that he 
would, under no circumstances, support the candidature of respondent No. 1, and 
that being aware of his stifl opposition, respondent No. 1 and his supporters had 
abandoned the idea of securing his support. In such circumstances, it is incon¬ 
ceivable that respondent No. 1 would have arranged a dinner or a dinner meeting 
of the type alleged by the petitioner for the purpose of securing the support of a 
lew dissentients of the Shoshit Dal or that a dissentient like P-W. 7 would have 
attended or been invited to such a function- It is all the more inconceivable that 
a blunt offer of money would have been made to a strong dissentient like P.W. 7 
at the last stage in the night of 27th March, 1968 and persisted In at mid-night, 
knowing full well that he was all along opposed to the candidature of respondent 
No. 1 as his party’s candidate and had already promised his support to Shri A. P. 
Sharmn, who was a Congress candidate, and that also without even making any 
prior attempt to solicit his vote by contacting him at his residence- It is also diffi¬ 
cult to believe that those legislators of the Shoshit Dal, who were party to the 
decision of their party reached on 21st March, 1968. stood in need of being made 
an ex-gratia payment for the purpose of fulfilling the commitment which they had 
already made at the said meeting. There is no indication in the record that the 
Shoshit Dal legislators, who had voted in favour of adopting respondent Noi 1 
ns the official candidate of its party at the party meeting held on 21st March, 1968, 
had subsequently shown any reticence that they were not likely to abide by their 
party’s decision .so as to necessitate respondent No. 1 or his supporters to win them 
back by tendering or offering bribe to them. I have, therefore, grave doubt in my 
mind that any incident had at all taken place on the 27lh March, 1968. of the 
nature alleged or that P.W. 2 or P-W- 7, had attended such a function or gathering. 

49. At an assemblage of the alleged type, one should expect Shri B. P. Mandal, 
the leader of the party, to be present- But it has nowhere been suggested that 
he was, presumably because he was not an elector. If that was the reason for 
Shri B. P. Mandal's being out of the picture, then It is difficult to believe that 

P.W. 2 could have been Invited to a function supposed to have been organised 

for the purpose of offering or giving bribe to the electors, for the simple reason 
that he was also not an elector. Even If any invitation for the aUeged dinner 
would have been extended to him, he would have declined it after his request for 
adopting him as his party’s candidate In the Council election had been turned 
down. Hov'ever, P-W. 2 could never have been a witness to the offer and accept¬ 
ance of bribe supposed to have taken place after the conclusion of the alleaed 
dinner in the night of 27th March, 1968. I would refer in this connection to the 
evidence of P.W. 7 who has said; 

“The number of Invitees in the dinner on the 27th March, 1968, was about 
forty. About one-third of the Invitees went away after the dinner 

was over. Amongst those who had left after the dinner were legis¬ 

lators besides Shri Shambhaunath .Jha and Jaswant Kumar 
Chaudhary.” » 

Thus, the cjiaim of P-W- 2 that he had seen the alleged offer and acceptance of 
bribe at the Mahanth’s residence falls to the ground. 
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50. We are thus left with the evidence of P.W. 7 only. But his evidence also la. 
open to various criticisms, some of which I have already mentioned, and, there¬ 
fore, I am of the opinion that standing by itself, it cannot sustain a finding of 
corrupt practice against respondent No- 1- At one stage In his evidence P.W. 7 
stated that after coming out of the Mahanfh's residence on the night in question, 
he “did give In writing to the authorities that bribe had been offered and accepted 
by such and sucji persons". If he had really taken this step, then there would 
have been something to corroborate his evidence on the point. But he did not 
indicate to which authorities, if at aU, he had given in writing to this eliect. He 
claimed to have maintained a copy of his alleged petition at his residence, but 
even that copy is not forthcoming. The truth obviously Is that he had made no 
such complaint or maintained no such copy. He has himself admitted that before 
coming to the witness-box, he did not toll either the petitioner or his lawyer that 
"I had filed a written petition before such and such authority in connection wlth. 
the incident which 1 saw in the night of 27th March, 19(38". Thus, his evidence 
on this point stands discredited, and that must seriously undermine the weight of 
his evidence as a whole. His evidence about the action of respondent No. 1 in 
introducing monetary consideration for securing the support of the Shoshlt Dal 
legislators is also difficult to be believed, since, this also stands uncorroborated by 
any reliable material. No doubt, in Ext. 1, something was said to this effect- 
But in his evidence before the Court. P.W. 2 did not take any responsibility for 
these allegations contained in Ext. 1 , and so he did not speak a word about 
them- I do not think that the statement of P-W. 2 contained in Ext. 1 can be read 
as substantive evidence or utilised for corroborating the evidence of P-W. 7. 
With regard to Incidents alleged by P.W. 7 to have taken place prior to the stage 
when respondent No. 1 was adopted as the official candidate of the Shoshit Dal, 
It is remarkable that he did not feel the necessity of telUng anyone about them 
until the day of his deposition. He sought to explain his strange conduct by say¬ 
ing that the fact that respondent No. 1 had held out temptations of money before 
being sponsored as a candidate in the election was an open secret. But if the^e^ 
was any such open secret, then the least that one would have expected was that 
some body would have been examined to corroborate the evidence of P-W. 7. No 
corroboration to his evidence is afforded merely by asserting that ■(yhat he has 
deposed was an open secret. Besides, if there was any such open secret, then it 
was not in respect of a metter which called for no action of any kind. The 
Assembly was in session at the relevant time, but he has admitted that with re¬ 
gard to the alleged incidents of 27th March, 1968, he did not raise any question in 
the Assembly, though it had continued to be in session for about three month® 
after 28th March, 1968. I am, therefore, unable to rely upon the uncorroborated 
testimony of P.W. 7 with regard to the alleged Introduction of monetary consider¬ 
ations by respondent No. 1 for securing the support of the electors belonging to- 
his party. 

51. Even with regard to the actual giving and taking of the alleged bribe, the 

evidence which P.Ws. 2 and 7 have given is discrepant. I am not referring to the 
evidence of P.W. 4 here, since I am fuUy convinced that he was not there at all. 
According to P W. 7, the payment and acceptance of bribe money took place in a 
side-room adjacent to the main hall where the guests hard assembled. The legis¬ 
lators were going Into that side-room in batches of two or three and returning 
therefrom with envelopes containing money. He was also requested to go Into 
that rojm for the same purpose that It was there that Balwant (R.W, 1 ) Is sup¬ 
posed to have stretched out a long envelope before him saying that It contained 
Rs. 4,CiW/- which he was paying to him on behalf of respondent No. 1 and that 
he should support his candidature like others. But P.W. 2 has made no mention 
of any such side-room or of the legislators being taken there In batches of two or 
three. According to the version which P-W. 2 has given, everything had happened 
in the presence of the entire assemblage and it was not Balwant (R.W. 1), but 
respondent No, 1 who had personally handed over the money, after taking It from 
a cashier, to the various persons named by him. If the payment and acceptance 
of bribe took place In a side-room, then this could hot have been within the view 

of P.W. 2 because it Is not the evidence of P.W. 2 that he had gone or was 

conducted Into the alleged side-room. Thus the evidence of P.Ws. 2 and 7 Is 

discrepant not only with respect to the actual site where the deal is supposed to 

have taken place, but also with respect to the alleged nayer- Such discrepancy 
on a material part of the petitioner’s case must naturally affect Its truth. Even 
with regard to the alleged recipients of bribe, there Is discrepancy in the evi¬ 
dence- P.W- 2 has named 19 such recipients, in regard to five of whom he has 
added that they had counted the money which their respective envelope contained. 
P.W. 7 has named only five out of these 19 persons and hag added sixth name, 



Sec. A] IHH OAZEllE OF INDIA; SEPIEMBER 13, 1969/BHADRA 22, 1891 3867 


that o£ Sri N. E. Horo, who has not been named by P.W- 2. Both P.Wb. 2 and 7 
have named Munshi Hansda among the alleged recipient. Respondent No- 1 has 
tried to prove that Munshi Hansda was not in Patna at the relevant lime since 
he was lying ill in a hospital at Mohul Pahari. But I need not deal with the 
evidence which respondent No- 1 has adduced on the point because the evidence 
ot P.Ws. 2 and 7 against Munshi Hansda must be rejected tor the simple reason 
that his name ilnds no place in .Annexure ‘B’. The name ot Satish Pjasad Singh 
(H-W. 2) also finds no place in Annexure ‘B’ and he has not been named by P.W. 7; 
yet P-W. 2 has included his name amongst those who were supposed to have 
received and counted the alleged bribe money. The story ot counting; is conspicu¬ 
ously absent in Annexure ‘B’ and is obviously an after-thought. In cross-exami¬ 
nation P.W. 7 stated that Hasim Saheb was the first man whom he had seen 
coininjT out with a long envelope from the side-chamber and leaving the residence 
of the Mahanth. According to him, Malmntii Sukhdeo Giri, had also similarly 
come out and left with Hasim Saheb. This Hasim Saheb is supposed to have later 
approached P.W. 7, at his residence along with R-Ws. 1 and 5, but P.W 2 has not 
named Hasim Saheb, although he. claims to haye geen Mahanth Sukhdeo Girl 
taking the money and counting it. If Hasim Saheb would have been the first 
man to come out like that in the company of Mahanth Sukhdeo Giri, then P-W. 2 
could not possibly have missed to see him or to have forgotten his name. It is, 
therefore, difficult to believe this version of P W. 7 with any degree of confidence- 
It would be legitimate to think that Hasim Saheb was not there at all, and in that 
event, It is difficult to accept the uncorroborated testimony of P.W. 7 that he had 
accompanied R Wg. 1 and 5 to his residence late in the night about two hours 
after the close of the function at the residence of the Mahanth. Having regard to 
such discrepancies on vital matters, I find It difficult to rely upon tlje evidence of 
P.Ws- 2 and 7 with any degree of confidence and I feel that upon such evidence, 
the case of the petitioner with respect to the alleged incidents at the residence oC 
the Mahanth and subsequently at the residence of P.W. 7 cannot succeed. 

52. I should add here that neither P.W. 2 nor P.W. 7 has spoken about the 
lollowing matters incorporated in Annexure ‘B’. 

(i) That the election agent of respondent No. 1, Sri Brajeshwar Mulllck, 
was present at the alleged function or introduced to the guests as 
they were arriving; 

(iij That before the dinner, there was some talk beyond hearing in divided 
groups between R.Ws 1 and 5 and some of the assembled guests; 

(iii') That towards the last stage, respondent No- 1 had made over one en¬ 
velope contalnirig currency notes to Balwant (R.W. 1 ) and another 
to Mahanth Ham Klshore Das; 

(iv) That Paul Hansda and Bhagat Murmu had asked for being entrusted 
with Rs. 4,000/- each to enable them to negotiate for two more votes 
during the night and ultimately respondent No, 1 had made over one 
envelope with currency notes to each of them. 

Evidently, there is no truth in these allegations of the petitioner, and so the 
entire case set up by the petitioner in Annexure ‘B’ must fail. As the evidence 
oi P.Ws. 2 and 7 stands, it must further be held that the petitioner has failed to 
prove his case with respect to incidents Nos. (vii), (viii) and (lx) also. 

53. It remains to consider the evidence which the petitioner has adduced in 
order to prove the alleged incident (incident No- xii) at the Assembly building on 
the day of poll, when Shri Bhagat Murmu Is supposed to have offered to pay 
money to Sri Jetha Kisku, M.L.A. in consideration of supporting the candidature of 
respondent No. 1. According to the particulars set out in Annexure ‘C there was 
similar incident (incident No. vl) at the M-L.A. Plat on the previous day, but since 
no attempt to substantiate the truth of Incident No. VI was made by the petitioner, 
it is legitimate to infer that there is no truth In this part of the petitioner’s case- 
It follows that if Bhagat Murmu had any Intention of buying the support of Sri 
Jetha Kisku for the election of respondent No, 1 then he would not have left this 
work to be done at the last moment, on the day of poll at the polling station Itself. 
However, it is necessary to examine the evidence of Kailash Pati Singh (P-W- '3-), 
who is supposed to have witnessed such an incident. The version of P.W. 8 is 
that while the polling In the Assembly premises was in progress, he had heard 
Bhagat Murmu asking Jetha Kisku to cast hig vote for respondent No. 1 in lieu 
of “payment of thousands of rupees” but Jetha Kisku expressed his annoyance to 
Bhagat Murmu. I, however, find it difficult to place any reliance upon the 
evidence of P.W. 8 . Evidently, he is a highly interested witness. He accepted 
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El good grace that he was the proposer of the petitioner in the last election and 
had also figured as his counting agent, but when he came to be questioned as to 
whether he had acted also as his polling agent in that election, he took shelter 
behind lapse of his memory; whereupon the requisite polling agent from (Ext. C) 
was shown to him, and then he said that he remembered that he had also acted as 
the polling agent of the petitioner. It is impossible to believe that though he re¬ 
membered having been the proposer and counting agent of the petitioner, he had 
forgotten whether he had also acted as his polling agent in the election. It Is 
plain that he took up such an attitude with some purpose. It was a vain attempt 
on his part to explain his intention in the matter. He him.self stated that he had 
a very bad reaction when he heard the talk between Bhagat Murmu and Jetha 
Kisku; and yet he made no written complaint regarding this matter to the Re¬ 
turning Officer who was present alt along during the polling or to the Police in 
attendance in the As.sembiy building on the day of poll or to the Speaker of the 
Assembly which wa.s in session on that day- A,s a polling agent of the petitioner, 
this was the least that he was expected to cio, if there Vv^ould have been any incident 
of the nature described by him. The fact that he look no such step leaves no 
room for doubt that he has come out with an imaginary story in an anxiet.y to 
support the petitioner’s case in the present litigation. His political affinity with 
ihe petitioner was undoubtedly great. At the time of the impugned election he 
was a member of the B K D., of which the petitioner was the official candldaio in 
the eleclion. Paragraph 13 of his evidence read.s as follows:— 

“At present I am a member of the Janla Party. The petitioner is also a 

member of the Janta Party. While I was a member of the B. K- D , 

the pctiiioner was also a member of the B. K. D, Both of us wore 
also in tlie Swatantra Party previously. Prior to that I was in 
Janta Party which had merged in the Swatantra Party. At that 
time also the petitioner was the member of the Janta Party, All the 
while Raja Bahadur Karnakhya Narayan Singh wa.s the leader of the 
Janta Party and Swatantra Parly by turns,’’ 

It is manifest that the evidence of P.W. 8 i.s also highly tainted with partisan- 
.ship, and a.s such his testimony, uncorroborated by any other material, is not at 

all sufficient to prove the petitioner’s case with re.spect to incident No. (x'il). I 

should add that the entire case of the petitioner with regard to this incident must 
fail on another ground. There is neither any averment nor any evidence that 
Bhagat Murmu had committed the alleged corrupt practice with the consent ot 
respondent No. 1 or his election agent. It has also not been proved that the result 
of the election, so far as it concerned re.spondent No. 1, has been materially affect¬ 
ed by the alleged corrupt practice supposed to have been committed in his interest. 
Thu.s, with regard to this incident also, the petitioner’s case fails- 

54. I should point out here that during the cross-examhiatlon of Salish Prasad 
Singh (R.W. 2), a case wa.s sought to be made out that a free gift of a brand 
new Fiat Car was made to him by the Auto Distributors, the firm of respondent 
No. 1, by way of reward for getting him elected to the Rajya Sabha- Searching 
questions were put to R.W. 2 In this connection, to some 'of which he was unable 
to provide a satl.sfactory answer. But that can be of no avail to the petitioner 
in the present case because no such case i.s to be found in the entire body of 
the election petition. I, therefore, decline to go Into this matter any further. 

66 . While dealing with the petitioner’s case on the point of corrupt practice, I 
cannot help commencing upon his conspicuous absence from the witness-box during 
the trial. On one occasion, as the evidence of P W, 8 shows, he was personally 
present in Court, and yet he did not think it worthwhile to step into the witness- 
box, It Is true that under the law there was no such obligation upon the petitioner. 
But while respondent No. 1 baulked the cross-examination, the petitioner avoided 
it altogether. His absence from the witness-box must give rise to an Inference 
that he was not prepared to take any personal responsibility for the truth of any 
of the averments contained In the election petition and to submit himself to cross- 
examination with regard to those averments. To say the least, he has not thought 
fit even to corroborate the evidence of any of his witnesses by saying that any one 
of them had ever told him about any of the incidents involving corrupt practice 
on the part of respondent No. 1 or his supporters. It seems to me that the 
petitioner has merely set the ball rolling and withdrawn from the field leaving 
It entirely to his party man and their supporters to manage and look after the 
game, himself playing the role of a silent spectator. In other words, the present 
trials has merely provided a battle ground to enable the members and supporters 
of the petitioner’s party to indulge in mud-slinging at their rivals in politics. If 
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the grievances of the petitioner would have been genuine, we would not have seen 
« drama like that of Hamlet without the Prince of Denmark. However, upon a 
scrutiny of all the relevant materials on the record, I have come to the conclusion 
that the evidence which the petitioner has adduced in order to prove this case on 
the point of corrupt practice falls far short ol the requisite standard and is wholly 
insuflicient to warrant an affirmative finding in his favour. Thus, this attach 

wsainst the validity of the election of respondent No. 1 also fails. 

Sf), It is necessary to say just one word with regard to the case put forward 
jn paragraph 29 of the eltclion petition relating to non-observance of the rules 
contained m the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, relating to counting of single 
transferable votes. No evidence was adduced by the petitioner on this point, 
and yet a petition was filed on his behalf on the IClh May, 1969, saying that, "m 

the interests of justice and for a proper appreciation and ascertainment of the 

tiulh behind the evidence relating to corrupt practice, it is highly expedient 
that the first pieference vote.s cast in favour of the Respondent No. 1 and the 
petitioner be examined and '-’crutiniscd and the names ot the members who vot¬ 
ed in their favour be ascertained betore the commencement of the argument’’- 
But I rejected this petition as no foundation had been laid in the evidence 
adduced by the petitioner tor the adoption ol a eourse which would have expos¬ 
ed the .secrecy of the ballot paper.s. 

57, Finally, I should make a rcfeicnco to the Parliamentary Debates hold in 
the Rajya Sabha on the 29th April. 1968. a copy of Ihe Official Report of which 
WU 3 sliown to me during the arguments- The Report shows that on that day 
when respondent No i was about to be sworn in as a member oi the Ra.iya 
Snbha irom Bihar, a member Irom the Uttar Prade.sh. ,Shri Rajuarain, remar¬ 
ked that he wanted the opinion oi the House whether ii wms proper that tho.se 
persou-S who had got themselves elected to the House by violating the Consti¬ 
tution, bv spending money. i)y corrupting their part,y and by paying bribe should 
he permitted to take their oaths. At this the Chairman observed; 

“Shrj Rajnarain's point is misplaced. The elections of some Members— 
he did not mention the names—have been duly notified .” 

The Cl'-tuman further observed; 

“The elections of Shri Sitaram .lalpuria and Shri Rajendra Kumar Poddar. 
have been notified and they are under the law entitled to make Ibe 
oath or affirmation.” 

The Report says that “at this stage, Shri Rajnarain left the House". The fact that 
there was such an incident in the Rajya Sabha cannot be doubted. But beyond 
that the Report proves nothing, Shri Rajnarain is not a witness in this case. 
The petitioner did not even include hi.s name in his lists of witnesses. The truth 
of the statements made by him m the Rajya Sabha has not been tested upon hit 
examination before this Couit. The basis of his statements is not known. I fail 
to see how they can be of any avail to the petitioner in this case. I, therefore, 
leave the Report out of consideration. 

58. To sum up, my an.swcrs on the various issues framed in this case are as 
follows; 

Issue No. 1.—The election petition is fit to be dismissed under section 86(1) as 
it does not comply with the mandatory provision of section 81(3) of the Act of 
1931. It suffers from no other defect. 

Issue No. 2,—The answer is in the negative. 

Issue No. 3.—^The answer is in the negative. 

Issue No. 4.—The answer is in the affirmative. 

Issue No. 5,—Respondent No. 1 was not qualified to be enrolled as an elector 
in the electoral roll of Patna West Assembly Constituency for the time being 
in force, but the petitioner is not entitled to challenge his election on that ground. 
Issue No. 6. —-The answer is in the negative- 

issue No, 7_^The answer is in the negative. 

Issue No. 8.—The answer is in the negative. 

Issue No. 9.—The answer is in the negative. 

Issue No. 10.—^The answer Is in the negative. 

Issue No. 11.—The petitioner Is not entitled to either of the two declaration, 
which he has sought from the court, or to any other relief. 
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59, The election petition, accordingly, fails and the same Is dismissed, with 
costs which will be payable by the petitioner to respondent No. 1, together with 
a consolidated hearing fee of Rs. 76()/-- 

GO. Let a substance of this decision be intimated forthwith to the Election 
Commission and the Chairman of the Rajya Sabha, and let an authenticated copy 
of this judgment be forwarded to the Election Commission as soon as possible. 

. (Sd.) G. N. Prasad, 

Patna High Court, [No. 82/BR-1/68.] 

The 14th July, 1969. 


ORDERS 


New Delhi, the Bth Ait-Qust 1969 


S.O. 3630.—Whereas the Election Conunission Is satislled that Shri Hari Chand 
Manjhl, R/o village Lodipur Tola Parwarbigha P.O. Belaganj (Gaya), a contesting 
candidate lor election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from Gaya MutTasil, 
Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expense.s 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commis.sion is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure: 

;i. Now, therefore. In pursuance of section lOA of the .said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Hari Chand Manjhl, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Lcgi.slative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order- 




[No, BR-LA/2.51/69(6).] 


Tf fUcofy, 8 TT'T^cr, 1969 


tTffo pto 3 6 31.—T t; mtffT ’PT TTT I % RRT 

Rrsfy, UTT cftfrTT <fyo (Wf), TfriTfacR ^rfsrfjPHT, 1951 

Rsrr ciTtftR ^iTift Tn:t arm T«rr 'RTfsTT tt trrfeT ^ 

T Tt f ; 

sflT, w:, T^cT fgtr qx ^ ?naT HWT 

I wIt 'R'Piy ^TRWRRr % fcTT TiTf TRH STRRT PiefTTH f<RT Rtfr 
TT RRIRTR f> W t Fti TR% TTR ?R WRTi^ V sptf SHmR 
Rf RTTRlt^cR f ; 

•m:, WR, T^R iFrFrTR ^ RRT 10-Ri R7 Rf^RTH t Tr^TtR SflRtR ftRjrTT RRR^ 
trt fRtffy Jpr RRR % niRfy RT RRR l RT fTRy TTvR TT FTRIR RRT ?fRRT FrOTR rFcRR 
V RR?R RR RTR RT Fwi?, ?R RI^R ^ Rlfttaf ^ RfR RR ^ WflRFsT % FRiy FrT% 

^Frr rtri t 1 

I^Ro FR^TT-FRo Ro/251/69( 6)] 
New Delhi, the 11th August 1969 

S.O. 3633,—Whereas the Electirfn Commission Is satisfied that Shri Ami Lai 
Mandal R/o VlRage & P.O. Basbittl, District Saharsa, a contesting candidate for 
election to the Bihar Leglslativa Assembly from Supaul Assembly Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 
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2. And whereas, the said candidate even after the notice hag not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commisgion is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Ami Lai Mandal, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate for a period of three year.s 
from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/107/69(7).] 

Tf fc-tfr, 1 1 196 9 

t»fTo Wto 3 6 33.-TT: ffiTfTT ’TETEr ^ RETtlTiT W I f^TaTT RlTT % 

vftTafdfr fqR ?TfafTW, 1951 fiTT jvpTRf S:m ^TTfsTT 

^TET ^ ?l«(l TllVei 't.<u if SRTBR ^ ; 

TTb TfcT TiiftmT tHTSp for TT iff ff^Tl TlfiTH TTR R 

I sfn: 5 rqiff t sphtt itmr dff feir f. ; cT«rr 

fd^ffTT ^rriftT !pr ETraR ^^^T t fT tet ^"f^ 'lafR ttrt 

qr iRifff^ I ; 

aer:, ’tR, srfaffiTiT ^ anr i o-^ % ^ fdafTT rrVt 

«fV ?Tiff ^ a?R fTffr iff htt % ar f«Rff ttr ^ faaR ritt ^rtt fauR TfRT 

% <3Ti^ ^fft: sf^ r^riT, xt ^ aitfi? % atr sr^ ^ ^.HRfa % fair FfiT%- 

affaa ^ i 


[ao fafR-fao ¥0/107/69(7)] 

S.O. ?,634.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Nawal 
Klshore Singh, R/o village Gareriokhand, ward No. 3 P.O. Jahanabad (Gaya), a 
contesting candidate for election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from Johana- 
bad Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Nawal Kishore Singh, to be disqualified 
for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[Np, BR.LA/236/69(9),] 

1^0 wfo 3635:—R?r: fiRfRT ^RfiTR 6HIWM ?ff iRT ^ fTHTT ¥¥1 

^ f¥Tf ORtR % fRT ^^TTRR Fr^RT-^^ ?f ^ER ¥1% BTiffRR ijff qTH PfTWf’* 
f¥^,iffo iwFrT SITR, fi'o 3, THRT ¥fRRR (w),¥>P !rfVf-R¥, 

1951 d¥T dTSfffi iffi[ fRPff gRT ?Rft(R RR Fr?¥¥ R’ff Efilw ¥ 


¥¥■’, BTR B^iffT¥R B% RIRT ¥R¥T iR ¥517 TlftRl ¥ ¥ dMi H 

^ 5PRf ^¥ 3T¥'1¥RT % f¥tj RTT ¥¥¥T BTRf^R'T ¥^ folT ^ ; dRj 
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UrTlT ^ JTf HiTItFr-T W t f% TIB ^ f^pT sptf 

m I ; 

!tt;, 5IT, TfT ^rrufTinT g-m i o-^ % ?rijTW r ^rpfrp 

«ft WTf"F?frTrP?^BrB'?%PFrift»ftB-T^^ Trf^lftTr^iT^'V fTTI-T BPf ?1W PTapr 
TrTT^%B'?pir’^f^rT?fh:^'TT^r^(T, CfT^ir^^T^'r ^rd'ar ?r^> tV % 

nTT%r ’Ttfw T37TT ^ I 

L^To Po/236/69( 9 )] 


New Delhi, the 21st August 1969 

S.O. 3636.—Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Yashodhar 
Pandey R/O villafie Dahlbat Madhopur. P.O. Kamalpur, District Darbhanga (Bihar) 
a contesting candidate for election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 80- 
Madhubani Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses as required by the Elepresentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Yashodhar Pandey to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order- 


LNo. BR-LA/80/09(10).J 


dl 21 WTTvT, 1969 

tTRo ?fto 3637:—’RPftT'TTT iPTl^IB"tpTT ^Pp 
% f^(T 80-R«^TTr TT# 

qrr, PTTpft triR 3 to f^rnr ttwbt (f^fR), tfpp 

'^rfa'pEHT, 1951 firqrfr r’^T?fTftTir wprf ^ ^ 

ww i ; 

irk, 5^^;, 3 ^ T BTipp fTq it nf, fit 

% ^ diTzin' fw I, ?Th: ?tr>t sr *fV irrmR 

Rqr I fqr :3-R% 'TTR W(PWdT % fpiq dltf fiRPR qT ^qrq'TfqW 

Rd;, Tfd RfsrPm # Rirr 102 q? % rjbtr r PrrfRT srpfpr qH^ipr 
«ft Wrar qpit qrt dirr % ftdft irY BTd % qr Prat Trai qrt PiRFr rwt jprit 
PrqpT TfTTq % qqw qrrd irV ^ Prq, tr 'qr^ qft drd^ ^ q<f ^ 'randfa' 
jp Pfrq PTif^d qtfw dRdr ^ 1 

[do fq^-fdo do/80/69( 10 ) I 


S.O. 3638.—Whereas the Election Cominls.slon is satisfied that Shri Sita Sharan 
Yadav, R/O village Radha Kant, P O. Selibeli, Via Jainagar, Dibtrict Darbhanga 
(Bihar) a contesting candidate for election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 
77-Harlakhi Assemblj’’ Constituency, has failed to lodge an account ol his election 
expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1051, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 
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2- And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
rea.son or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission Is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act. the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Sita Sharan Yadav, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
I..egislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/77/69(ll).] 

Wto 3 63 9.—tlT:, f>TL^T HBriUTT IT'TT % f^TT HITT 

T fTT fdLfHd ^ ffT-TfHT ^ T HIT 9rr^ HtdT 

uTTH TTHT TTSTT^Fd, HUTT srLHHr, 

JTfdfdrdfT TtPhTtHH, 1951 d«Tr era'Ltd ^TftT fddTff dTTT SfTfiTd TTTd 
stFfi * 6 ' H JT d Tl'dqid f ; 

dd:, dTT dPdradrf d H«T^ dUcd fdir ^sTTd TL TfT, ^ TIHTiHdT ^ 
'fdi:r ?tddr T .■^PFT'd ftdT ddT f, ?f[ <; fdd?^d TTidPr dil dF ^ dHTHTd 

ddr ^ fdi TTd ?d ^idTiddr ^ di)^ ddv'd Tiddr HTTdTfrara d^ ^ ; 

irdb Hd> ddd Trftrfddd dm i w % d^dPd d f^?dd Hid^d qd^m hth 
’dt HtdT dTd drad Hdd % fTTTft ^ Hdd % dT ftidt TTJd qfV fWid % HdTar 

dd dk ?td % Tdi?, ?d trr^ dirt^r ^ ^d ^"r dddTdfd ^ fdt>: Idd^r d>ftd 
dTTdT f I 

[do fd^IT-fdo do/77/69(ll)] 

S.O. 3640.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Saryug Sadai, 
R/O village and P.O. Ghoghardiha, District Darbhanga (Bihar) a contesting candi¬ 
date for election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 8.3-Phulparas Assembly 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 19,51, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2- And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice ha.s not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission Is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Saryug Sadai to be disquaUfled for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/83/69(12).l 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN. Secy. 

21 1969 

iTBoITto 3641 :—^iTR:, fddtdd TTFfPr ^ THTTHTd W I f^fR fWFT HHT 
% fHd 8 3’BHTOH fdd^rad W?r ^ ^ra Tram 

fddrdt trrH fro r, ^rordr (fd^), ^ trfcrfdfirra Trftrf^, 1951 tph 

ddro[ fwn sm ^rrfeT Tm fdd?Hd mHi ^ h Tmm 7 # ^ 

^fiT, tt;, hw d TjradT for gpd qr Tft wit TPTBHm ^ 

f.HtT Til diRT !51«rar PPSdtdmT d^f fddT t ; ddl fddtrad dirdtd TT d? HdTHld ^'t W 

?. fdi did ^rdTiddr % TTHijT ht ^dTdtfdW dft t 1 
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3TT:, ffirr l O-TT % R ?rETt^ ^<^1 

«ft 4ft '(ft E^ 'F ET f%lft TTSE 4ft fEETE EET ?r*TET f^TiEE ePcET 

% E^tE ' ^E ET# ?fh: ^E T W WEW 4ft Ertt^ ^ cftE EE Eft EflETE'Ffl V FetJ %r 
Etf^ EfW t ' 

[EfE^-fEo ?io/83/69( 12)] 
«1T^ 

tTo ITEo #E, Ef^ I 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 21st August 1960 

S.O, 3642.—^Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri L. H, 
Siddaiah, Advocate, 112, Vinoba Rood, Mysore (Mysore State), a conte.sting candi¬ 
date for election to the Mysore Legislative Assembly from Santhemarahalli 
conitituency, held in February, 1967 has failed to lodge an account of hl.s elec¬ 
tion expenses as requEed by the Representation of the People Act, lOSl, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice has not given anv 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission Is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act. the Eleclioii 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri L. H, Siddaiah to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order, 

[No. MY-LA/11*/6T:J 
By Order, 

K. S. RAJAGOPALAN, Secy 

5rrE!?r 

E^ 21 ?riRE, 1969 

Wto 3 643:—EE: f^?EE 5fTE>r EE EEREE ?)■ EET t 6 7 *1 |E 

^EEE RET % fRTT FerFeE ^ fEEFEE-SER ^ EETE RT'?! El% 

RwfF'iETT «ft- (TRo f^rpR, ?Tf?TE4ET, 112 fWtET Ffe, %i: (%T TI^e) . RlE? 
jrFcrFffRfE ^iFsriEfTE, 1 9 5 1 eet e^rFe wert e^ Fpmf am eei F^Tee 

’EEf EE Eftf ?r<aT Eifer eh^ Ft eire;r | ; 

Ek, EE-', EEE ETHlEEft RiEEt fEk ET iFF %g^r EIFer E.'yfl if 

ERRfR' I trk REfft ^ RREfRET % Frtt Eftf EERE RW RTfEtETRE E^ fifET ; 
RET fEE?EE RTEFT EE E? RRTRTE ^F EET t RR% ETR 7R SRitiRET % fRtr Eftf EeFr- 
EERE ET RTTE'FNcE E^ ; 

?1R;, ETR, REE EtFrIeeR EfV RRT 1 0-Ei % tF|RRE f^^EE EREFe ^^E^^:r RER 
>sfrtTRo 17^0 FrI'I^ RRE^f^EfFRT'REE ^ETf^RF-RfSREfFfERlE RET WET FreJIR 

eFcee % RE?R fsrr^ iFFt |F% %■ fRijr, fR sfTkr EfFRiFF^ ^(FFee^ eFF eerteIr % Fro 

EkER EfTRT ^ I 

[Ro 4^-fEo Ro/l l3//e7] 

wrkr 

%o t^Ro TTREFETRE, rFee I 
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*15 *T'5ITfiq 

irf 30 1969 


CfHo 3644:—^ af^tiqr +if|dT, 1898 ( 1 898 s) ^ am 492 ^ 

^-srnr (i) % am wfiaaif ^ aato' ^ b<<6k % 

sfto 'fVo TIFT^ Jr^TT?rf«iFn ’ikspi^ fms 5^1^ awFi % ?ifw>i 

VTTo ?fto aWT 20/63 t minfiFF a^qi 509/1968 % Fsm "3^ 

fanm it ^ srfwW ^ 9 ^ amft I i 

f^io 225/28/69-ao aoil] 

^T<o 'jftTjft) ^rar iip99 I 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi^ the 30th August 1969 

S.O. 3645.—El exercise of the powers conferred under sub-section (1) of section 
492 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri V. P. Raman, Advocate. Madras a.s a Public Prosecutor to 
conduct before the High Court of Judicature at Madras Criminal Appeal No. 609/ 
1968, arising out of the Special Police Establishment Case R C. No. 20/63, Madras 
against Major Asthana and others. 


[No. 225/28/69-AVD. It.J 
R. C. JOSHI, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 9th September 1969 

S.O. 3646. —Whereas arrangements have been made by the Central Government 
with the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany for taking the evidence 
of witnesses residing in the Federal Republic of Germany in relation to criminal 
matters in courts in India, the Central Government, in pursuance of sub-section (3) 
of .section .504 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1098 (.5 of 1898). hereby directs 
that commissions from courts In India for the examination of witnesses in the 
Federal Republic of Germany shall be issued in the form annexed hereto, to the 
following courts, namely 

(1) Landgericht, Bonn; or 

(2) Amtsgericht, Bonn; or 

(3) Staatsanwal tschaft, Bonn, 

and that such commissions shall be sent to the Ministry of External Affair.s, 
Government of India, New Delhi, for transmission to the Court concerned. 

IN THE COURT OF 

Commission to examine witness outside India 
[Section 504(3) of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898] 


To 

Through the Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi. 

Whereas it appears to me that the evidence of ... is neoessary for 

the ends of Justice In ca.se No.Vs... , . ... .In the court of 

. and that such witness is residing within the local limits of your 
jurisdiction and his attendance capnot be procured without un-reasonable delay, 
expense or inconvenience, I . have the honour to request and do 
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hereby request that for the reasons aforesaid and for the assistance of the said 
Court you will be pleased to summon the said witness to attend at such time, 
and place as you shall appoint and that you will cause such witness to be examin^ 
upon the interrogatories which accompany this commission (for viva voce). 

Any party to the proceeding may appear before you by his counsel or agent 
or If not in custody, in person and may examine, cross examine or re-exai^ne 
(as the case may be) the said said witness. 

And I further have the honour to request that you will be pleased to cause 
the answer.s of the said witnesses to be reduced into writing and aU books, letters, 
papers, and documents produced upon such examination to be duly marked for 
identification and that you will be further pleased to authenticate such examina¬ 
tion by your official seal (If any) and by your signature and to return the same 
together with this commission to the undersigned through the Ministry of External 
.Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi. 

Given under may hand and the seal of the Court this day of . 19 

Judge 

District Magistrate, Presidency Magistrate, 
[No. F.5/2/69-Judl.I.] 
B. SHUKLA, Dy. Secy. 


jfTiTE- 

25 1969 

Wio 3647—ffTT, SPrnjpfr 1956 ^ 

6 % arfavNY grer ?ft t r ^ 

«fl' ?rftnWT, ZJ'3^ (TTjOTR) ^ f'PfH 4 % 

IPIPPR WdT MHmT ^ THT ^ 

fqrrfw % fTE | I 

xa * 

-difer SEPlfw ^ 

I 

[do 28/35/68-To IH] 
%o (tiPKNd'i ^ I 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of StatlstlCN) 

New Delhi the 28th August, 196!) 

S O 3648_In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of section 8 

of the'Indian Statistical Institute Act. 1959 (57 of 19.59), the Central Government 
hereby constitute.s a Committee consisting of: 

1, Dr. Atma 'Ram,~ChaiTman. 

Director General, Council of Scientific S’. Industrial Research, 

New Delhi. 
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Members 

2. Dr, Aahok Mltra, 

Chairman, Agricultural Prices Commission, 

New Delhi. 

3. A representative of Indian Statistical Institute. 

4. Joint Secretary, Finance, Department of Expenditure (FA to Deptt. of 

Statistics). 

5. Director, CSO and ex-officio Joint Secretary, DepartmCTit of Statistics. 

6. Deputy Secretary, Department of Statistics—Member Secretary. 

and assign the following duties to the said Committee, namely;— 

(a) preparation and submission to the Central Government of statements 

showing programmes of work agreed to be undertaken by the Indian 
Statistical Institute during the year lrt70'71 for which the Central 
Government may provide funds, as well as general financial estimates 
of such work; and 

(b) the settlement on broadUnes of the programmes of such work. 

2. The Committee shall submit its report before December 1969 at the latest. 

3. The Department of Statistics win perform the secretarial functions of the 
Committee, the headauarters of which will be at New Delhi. 

[No. 29/4/69-Tech.] 
K. P. GEETIIAKRISHNAN, Dy. Secy, 


Tt 2 8 sCITIPa-, 196 9 

qflo wto 3649.—trrt^lT JSlfErfHTiT, 1959 fl959 ^ 57 )^ 

NITT 8 ^'qETTI ( 1) im TTth irpfrR tr;}; ?7rRrcr 


f3niR-T^fr«T tlTBBPT 

2. mo W«ffTf«TdT, CT'PT 

sTSTar, 

?rt I 

1. fTO 5£tq 

fTirm % ITvTffTSFIT) I 

5. fTTtrr frrfeiWT ott 

frtf’5wrr f^iTiT % i 
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2. TTfirf^ ?lT?rT TFr^^FT 19 69 ^ T^' STTgef I 

3. TiFtTf^ 9IT TTf^TT^TTf^T 9TI7f TTtfsT'Tft f^»TFr 'FT^TT I TTf*Tr?r 9lT f^Rff ii ^)Tff i 

[ffo 29/4/6 9-T976Wj 
%■<> 'ft 0 ’fTTTTirG’iFT, TTT Trf^'T I 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
CDepartnient of Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 26th August 1969 

S.O. 3650.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 and 
clause (5) of article 148 of the Constitution and of all other powers enabling him 
in this behalf and after consultation with the Comptroller and Auditor General in 
relation to persons serving in the Indian Audit and Accounts Department, the 
President hereby makes the following rules further to amend the Fundamentai 
Rules, namely; — 

1. These rules may be called the Fundamental (Sixth Amendment) Rules, 

1969. 

They shall come Into force on the date of their publication in the Olllclal 
Gazette. 

2- In the Fundamental Rules, hi clauses (j) (i) and (k) of rule 50, for the 
words “the age-limit for the purpose of direct recruitment to which is 
below thlrty-flve years”, the following word.s shall be substituted, 
namely; — 

“and had entered Government service before attaining the age of thirty- 
five years”. 

[No. 7(t4)-EV/n7-L1 

S.O. 3651.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 of 
the Constitution and of all other powers enabling him in this behalf, the President 
hereby makes the following regulations further to amend the Civil Service Regula¬ 
tions. namely; — 

1- (1) These Regulations may be called the Civil Service (Tenth Amendment) 
Regulations, 1969. 

(2) They shall come Into force on the date of their publication in the 
Official Gazette. 

2. In the Civil Service Regulations, in Clauses (h) (1) and (1) of article 459— 

for the words “the age-limit for the purpose of direct recruitment to whirl) 
is below thirty-live years” the following words shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

"and had entered Government service before attaining the age of thirty- 
five years.” 


[No, 7(14)-E.V/67-II J 
N. S. CHANDRAMOWLI, Under Secy 
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New Delhi, the 2nd September 1969 

S. O. 3652.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 
and clause (5) of article 148 of the Constitution, the President after consultation 
with the Comptroller and Auditor-General in relation to persons serving in the 
Indian Audit and Accounts Department, hereby makes the following regulations 
further to amend the Civil Service Regulations, namely: — 

1 ( 1 ) These regulations may be called the Civil Service (Eleventh Amendment) 
Regulations, 1969. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 1st day of October, 1969, 

2. In the Civil Service Regulations— 

lu) for article 15, the following article shall be substituted, namely:— 

“15. Audit Officer moans the accounts and Audit Officer, whatever his 
official designation, In whose circle the office of the pension sanction¬ 
ing authority Is situated."; 

(b) for Chapter XLVIl and Sections and articles thereunder, the following 
Chapter and Sections and articles shall be substituted, namely;— 

"CHAPTER XI>VII—APPEICATIONS FOR AND GRANT OF PENSIONS.’’ 

Section I —General 

905- (1) The rules in this Chapter apply to all Government servants applying 
for pensions under these Regulations except the members of the Indian Civil 
Service to whom Chapter XLIX applies. 

(2) For the purpose of this Chapter “gratuity" means death-cuiu-retirement 
gratuity and includes service gratuity, if any. 

906- (1) Every Head of the Department shall have a list prepared every six 
months, i-e, on the 1 st January and the 1 st July each year of all gazetted and 
lion-gazetted Government servants who are due to retire within the next 12 to 18 
months of that date. A copy of every such list shall be supplied to the Audit 
Officer concerned not later than the 31st January or the 31st July, as the case may 
he, of that year. In ihe case of persons retiring for reasons other than by way 
of superannuation, the Head of the Department shall promptly inform the Audit 
Ofllcer as soon as the impending retirement becomes known to him. 

(2) The Head of the Department or Office shall write to the Directorate of 
Estates at least one year before the anticipated dale of retirement of a Govern¬ 
ment seivant who is in occupation of Government accommodation, for issue of 
’No Demand Certificate’ so that the sanction of pension and gratuity is not delayed 
and the necessary dues are realised within the period specified In clause (3) of 
article 923. 

907. Every Government servant shall submit a formal application for pension 
m Form 30- Gazetted Government servants shall send their applications direct 
to the Audit Officer and non-gazelted Governrnent servants to the Head of Offlee- 
lEvery Government servant should submit his formal application for pension at 
leisi one year in advance of the date of his anticipated retirement; 

Provided that,-— 

(i) in cases in which the date of retirement cannot be foreseen one year in 
advance, the application shall be submitted immediately after the 
date of retirement is settled; and 

fii) a Government servant proceeding on leave preparatory to retirement 
In excess of one year, shall submit the application at the time of 
proceeding on such leave. 

908. A Gazetted Government servant whose pay and allowances are drawn and 
iljshursed by the Head of Office on the establishment bill, shall submit his formal 
application for pension to the Head of Office and the procedure as laid down in 
Section III shall apply to him. 

Note; —In respect of a non-gazetted Government servant holding a gazetted 
post in an officiating capacity at the time of retirement the Head of Office shall 
send the service book ot the Government servant concerned to the Audit Officer 
at least one year in advance of the date of retirement of such Government ser¬ 
vant, after verifying that the certificate of verification relating to non-gazetted 
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service has been recorded and that the Service-book is complete in all respects 
If a non-gazetted Government servant is promoted to officiate in a gazetted post 
at any time during the last year of his service, and in whose case, pension papers 
have not been prepared and forwarded to the Audit Officer, the service book ot 
such a Government servant duly verified ond completed in all respects, shall be 
forwarded immediately by the Head of Office to the Audit Officer. 

900. The Head of the Department or any other authority competent to mnkc 
appointment to the post substantively held by the retiring Government servant 
shall also be competent to sanction pension and gratuity. Such authority shall, 
after due consideration of the facts ol the case and having duo regard lo the pro¬ 
vision,! of article 470, record In Form 25-A, his orders as to whether the .serviu 
rendered by the Government servant has been satisfactory and is approved loi 
the grant of the full pension or gratuity or both, admissible under the rules 01 
whether the service so rendered has not been thoroughly satisfactoiy and whdi 
reduction .should for that reason be made from the full pen.sion or gratuity or 
both, admissible under the rules. 

Note: —Notwithstanding anything contained in this article, the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General shall be the authority competent to sanction pension ol 
officers of the Indian Audit and Accounts Service. 

910 . (1) Subject to the provisions of articles 351 and SSl-A, pen.sion om c 
sanctioned after final assessment, shall not be revised to the disadvantage ol tin- 
Goi’ernment servant, unless such a revision becomes nece.ssary on account of de 
tection of a clerical error sub.sequcnfl.y; 

Provided that no revision of pension to the disadvantage of the pensioner shalf 
be ordered by the pension sanctioning authority without the .sanction of (he 
Ministry of Finance If the clerical error Is detected after a period of two ,year^ 
from the date of sanction of pension. 

(2) For the purpose of clause (1), the Government servant concerned shall be 
served with a notice by the pension sanctioning authority, requiring him to refund 
the excess payments so made within a period of two months from the date ol 
, receipt by him of the notice. On his failure to comply with the notice, the au¬ 
thority sanctioning the pen.sion shall order that such excess pa.vmcnt shall be au- 
juated by shSrt payments of pension in future, in one or more instalments, as the 
said authority may order. 

Section II —Gazetted Government servants 

911. The Audit Officer concerned shall undertake the work of preparing pension 
papers in Form 25 one year before the date on which a Government servant i.s due 
to retire on superannuation or on the date on which he proceeds on leave pre¬ 
paratory to retirement, whichever is earlier. This work .shall not be delayed till 
the Government servant has actually submitted his formal application for pension 

912. (a) The Audit Officer shall send to every gazetted Government servant, 
under intimation to the Head of the Department, or where the retiring Govern¬ 
ment .servant is him.self the Head of the Department, to the Ministry concerned 
a copy of Form 30 (Formal Application for Pension) one year in advance ot the 
date on which the Government servant attains the age of .superannuation or lieforc 
the date of his anticipated retirement, if earlier, with the request that it .'hould 
be returned to him duly completed within a period of three months from the date 
of issue of Intimation to the Government servant by him but in no ca^e later tiuin 
the actual date of retirement. The Audit Officer shall also draw attention cl the 
retiring Government servant to the provisions of article 930, 

(b) On receipt of a copy of formal application for pension from the Audit 
Officer, the retiring Government servant shall return it duly completed to the 
Audit Officer yfithin the period mentioned in clause (a) under intimation to the 
Head of the Department or the Ministry if he is himself the Head of the Depart¬ 
ment. 

(c) (i) On receipt of the intimation from the Audit Officer, the Head of the 
Department or the Ministry shall communicate the orders of the authoiity sanction¬ 
ing the pension to the Audit Officer in Form 25-A within a oeriod of throe months 
from the date of receipt of the intimation but in no case later than the date of 
retirement of the Government servant. 
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(li) II the orders ol the authority sanctioning the pension are not received by 
the Audit Officer within the period mentioned in sub-clause (i), he shall assume 
that the retiring Government servant has been allowed full pension or gratuity 
or both as admissible under the rules. 

(ill) If alter the communication of the order of sanction to the Audit Officer 
any event occurs which has a bearing on the amount of pension admissible, the 
fact shall be promptly reported to the Audit Officer by the authority sanctioning 
the pension. In case no such event has occurred a report to that effect together 
with f. certlllcate as to the satislactory nature of the service rendered by the 
Government servant after the despatch of Form 25-A mentioned in sub-clause (i) 
shall be forwarded to the Audit Officer within a week of the d.itc on which the 
Government servant retlre.s- 

(d) The details of any Government dues outstanding against the Government 
servant and the steps taken to safeguard the interest of the Government m this 
behalf shall also be communicated by the Head of Office to the Audit Officer .at 
least 14 days before the date of retirement of the Government servant. 

(e) When the Government servant has retired from service, a notifleabon in 
the Gazette apeciiying the actual date of his retirement shall be i.ssued within a 
week of such date and a copy of every such notilleation shall be forwarded to the 
Audit Officer immediately: 

Provided that in cases whore a notification in the Gazette regarding the grant 
of leave prepax'atory to ictirement to a gazetted Government scrvanl is issued, 
a further notifleation that the Government servant actually retired on the e,\pin 
of such leave shall not he necessary unless the leave is curtailed and the rcliiomoni 
is for any reason ante-dated or postponed- 

(f) As soon as the pension and gratuity are Anally assessed by the Audit 
Officer ana the pension is payable in his circle of Audit, he shall prepare Pension 
Payment Order after taking into account the orders of pension sanctioning au¬ 
thority and the audit enfacement on the third page of Form 2,1, but shall not 
issue the said order more than a fortnight in advance of the date on which the 
Government servant is due to retire. The fact of issue of Pension Payment Order 
shall be promptly reported to the pension sanctioning authority. If the payment 
of pension is desired in another circle of audit, the Audit Officer shall send the 
nece.s.sary nayment authority to the Audit Officer of that circle for arranging pay¬ 
ment at the Treasury concerned. 

913. (a) When a Government servant whose pension is payable in India is 
likely to retire before his pension can be finally assessed and settled in accordance 
with the provisions of this Chapter, the Audit Officer shall authorise the disburse¬ 
ment of pension to which, after the most careful summary Investigation that he 
can make without delay, he believes the Government servant to be entitled- H 
the payment of pcn.sion l.s desired in another circle of audit, the Audit Officer 
shall send a copy of the order to the Audit Officer of that circle for issuing neces- 
.sary instructions to the Treasury Officer concerned for disbursement of the 
pension. 

(b) When a Government servant whose pension is payable in England is likely 
to retire before his pension can be finally assessed and settled, the Audit Officer 
shall, after the most careful summary investigation that he can make without 
delay, report to the High Commissioner for India in the United Kingdom, through 
the authority competent to sanction the pension, the minimum amount to which 
he believes the Government servant to be entitled- The High Commissioner shall 
then authori.se the immediate disbursement of the amount reported or such smaller 
amount as may be deemed proper. 

(c) The disbursement of pension under clause (a) or clause (b) shall be 
subject to revision on the completion of the detailed Investigation and enquiries, 
if any. If the amount of pension granted to a Government servant under clause 
{a) or clause (b) be afterwards found to be in excess of that to which he is en¬ 
titled under the Regulations, he shall be called upon to refund such excess in the 
manner and subject to the conditions specified in article 910. 

(d) Subject to the provision of clause (a), the Audit Officer may also sanction 
the disbursement of not more than three-fourths of the amount of gratuity. If, 
however, the amount of gratuity so disbursed proves to be larger than the amnunt 
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assessed, the gratuitant shall not be I'equired to refund any excess actually 
disbursed to him. 

' Section HI—iVon-Gazefted GouennaeTit Servants 

914. ( 1 ) Every Head of Office shall undertake the work of preparine pension 
papers one year before the date on which a Government servant is due to retire 
on superannuation or on the date on which he proceeds on leave preparatory to 
retirement, whichever is earlier. This work shall not be delayed till the Govern- 
nient ieivant has actually submitted the formal application for pension. 

(2) The Head of Office shall send to every non-gazetted Government servant a 
copy of Form .10 (Formal Application lor Pension) one year in advance of the 
date on which the Government servant attains the age of superannuation or 
before the date of his anticipated retirement if earlier, with the request that it 
should be returned to him duly completed within a period of three months from 
the date of Issue of intimation to the Government servant by him but In no case 
later than the actual date of retirement. The Head of Office shall also draw 
attention of the retiring Government servant to the provisions of article' 930. 

916. As a first step the Head of Office shall prepare a statement of the appli¬ 
cant’s .service in the second page of Form 25 and thereafter proceed as follows 


(a) he shall go through the service book and the service roll, if any, and 

satisfy himself as to whether the annual certificates of verification 
for the entire service are recorded therein. In respect of the un¬ 
verified portion or portions of -service, he shall arrange to verify it 
or them, as the case may be, with reference to pay bills, acquittance 
rolls or other relevant records and record the necessary certifleate.s in 
the .service book or service rolls, as the case may be; 

(b) If the service lor any period is not capable of being verified in the 

manner specified in clause (a), that period of service having been 
rendered by the Government servant in another office or department, 
a reference, shall be made to the Head of that office or, as the case 
may be, of that department in which the officer Is shown to have 
served during that period for the purposes of veriflcationi 

(c) if any portion of service rendered by a Government servant is not 

capable of being verified In the manner specified in clauses (a) and 
(b), the Government servant shall file a written statement on plain 
paper stating that he had In fact rendered that period of service and 
shall, at the foot of the statement make and subscribe to a declara¬ 
tion as to the truth of that statement and shall, in support of such 
declaration, produce all documentary evidence and furnish all infor¬ 
mation which is in his power to produce or furnish- The authority 
competent to sanction pension to that Government servant shall, after 
taking into consideration the facts in the written statement and the 
evidence produced and the information furnished by that Govern¬ 
ment servant in support of the said period of service, If satisfied, admit 
that portion of service as haidng been rendered for the purposes of 
calculating the pension of that Government servant. 


916. After completing ffie service statement mentioned in article 916, the Head 
of Office shall complete the first page of Form 25. This should be done Irres¬ 
pective of the fact whether a formal application for pension has been received 
from the Government servant or not. If at such time the said formal appli¬ 
cation from the Government servant has not yet been received, the relevant 
columns in the first page of Form 2.5 shall be left unfilled. The relevant entries 
shall be made soon after the said formal application is received- 

017. j4ifter complying with the requirements of article 916, the Head of Office 
shall proceed as follows :— 

til he shall certify in Form 25-A as to whether the character, conduct and 
^ ^ pasrser^ce'^f the applicant are such a- to entitle him to the favour^ 
able consideration of the authority sanctioning the pension- He shaU 
also record therein his own opinion as to whether the service 
tos b^n established and should be admitted or ^11 Pmdods of 

leave, suspension, etc., which are not reckoned 
carefully recorded In section HI of second page of 
application is for an invalid pension, the requisite medical certificate 

shall be attached; 
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(ii) after obtainini: the orders of the pension sanctioning authority In Form 
25-A, the Head ot Office shall send Forms 25 and 25-A, in original to 
the Audit Officer, with a covering letter in Form 20 along with the 
Government servant’s service book and service roll, if any, duly 
completed up to date and any other documents relied upon for the 
verification of the service claimed, in such a manner that they can be 
conveniently consulted. He shall retain one copy of each of the above 
forms for his office record- In cases where payment is desired In 
another audit circle, Forms 25 and 25-A shall be sent to the Audit 
Officer in duplicate- 

iH8- (a) If after the pension papers have been forwarded to the Audit Officer, 
any event occurs which has a bearing on the amount of pension admissible, the 
fact shall be promptly reported to the Audit Officer by the authority sanctioning 
the pension. 

(b) In cases where the pension papers have been sent to the Audit Officer 
before the actual date of retirement of the Government servant, a certificate as 
to the satisfactory nature of service rendered by the Government servant for the 
period from the date of admitting service by the authority sanctioning the pension 
to the date of actual retirement together with a copy of the order specifying the 
actual date of his retirement, shall be forwarded to the Audit Officer within a 
week from the date on which he retires. At the same time details of any Govern¬ 
ment dues outstanding against the Government servant, and the steps taken to 
safeguard the Interest of the Government in this behalf shall also be jntimated to 
the Audit Officer. 

919- (1) After the pension papers have been sent to the Audit Officer, the 
Head of Office shall draw provisional pension not exceeding the maximum pension, 
as may be admissible in each case, and three fourths of the gratuity as indicated 
by him against Item 13 of Form 25 for each pensioner separately at the Treasury 
at which the pay and allowances are drawn by him are arrange to disburse the 
pension and gratuity on the first day of the month following the month In which 
the officer retires from service under intimation to Audit Officer- If the pensioner 
desires payment through Money Order or Bank draft at the place where he is 
residing the same shall be remitted to him through Money Order or Bank draft 
at his cost. Such payment of pension shall continue only for a period of 6 months 
from the date of retirement of Government servant unless the period is extended 
by Audit Officer under Art. 920. 

(2) The Head of Office, where necessary shall,— 

(a) recover out of the gratuity, an amount equal to two months emoluments 

representing the Government servant’s contribution towards Family 
Pension Scheme, 1984; and 

(b) take appropriate action for the recovery and adjustment of Govern¬ 

ment dues as provided in Section IV. 

(3) It Is open to the Government servant to receive the payment of the balance 
of the one-fourth of the gratuity either from the Treasury from which payment 
of final pension is desired by him or from the Head of Office. If the Government 
servant desires to receive the payment of the balance of the gratuity from the 
Head of Office, he shall communicate his option in this behalf to the Head of Office, 
before proceeding on retirement. The Head of Office shall, in such a case, take 
necessarj"^ steps to draw and disburse the gratuity only after the Audit Officer has 
issued the necessary authority. 

(4) The Head of Office shall issue a sanction letter endorsing a copy thereof 
to the Audit Officer Indicating the amount of provisional pension and the three- 
fourths of the gratuity payable to the Government servant on retirement from 
service. He shall also indicate in the sanction letter, the amounts to be recovered 
out of the gratuity. After issue of the sanction letter, he shall take necessary 
steps to draw and disburse the provisional pension ard gratuity. As soon as the 
provisional payments of pension and gratuity have been completed, the Head of 
Office shall inform the Audit Officer of the particulars of the aforesaid payments 
actually made by him. 

920- (1) on receipt of pension papers passed on to him under the provisions of 
article 917, the Audit Officer shall apply the requisite checks and record his audit 
enfacement on the third page of the application in Form 25, If the pension is 
payable in hla circle of audit, he shall prepare the Pension Payment Order- The 
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payment of pension shall be ell'ectlve from the date foUowinit the date on which 
the payment of provisional pension ceases. Arrears of pension, if any, in respect 
of the period for which pension was drawn and disbursed by the Head of Olflce 
shall also be authorised by the Audit Ortlcer. 

(2) If the payment of the balance of the gratuity is desired to be made from 
the Treasury or Sub-Treasury from where the final pension is tg be drawn, the 
Audit Officer shall authorise the payment of the gratuity after adjusting the amount 
outstanding against the retired Government servant. If the Government servant 
has opted for receiving the payment of the balance of the gratuity Irom the Head 
of Office, the Audit Officer shall issue the necessary authority In this behalf under 
Intimation to the Government servant and the Treasury Officer indicating the 
amount, if any, which the Head of Office shall adjust before making payment to 
the Government servant. 

(3) The fact of the Issue of the Pension Payment Order and order for the 
payment of the balance of the gratuity shall be promptly reported to the Head of 
Office and the pension papers which are no longer necessary shall be returned to 
him, 

(4) The adjustment of provisional pension and gratuity drawn and disbursed 
by the Head of Office shall be made by the Audit Officer In whose circle the 
provisional payments were made. 

(6) If the Audit Officer Is unable to assess the amount of final pension and 
gratuity within a period of six months of the date of retirement of the Government 
servant, he shall communicate the fact to the Head of Officer under intimation 
to the Treasury Officer concerned, and authorise him to continue to disburse the 
provisional pension to the pensioner concerned for such period as may be speci¬ 
fied by the Audit Officer. 

(6) The Audit Officer may authorise the payment of the balance of the 
gratuity even during the period of the currency of the provisional pension provided 
that the amount of gratuity has been finally assessed and no recovery of Govern¬ 
ment dues is outstanding against the Government servant. 

(7) If the pension and the balance of the gratuity are to be paid In another 
circle of audit, the Audit Officer shall send a copy each of From 26 and Form 
26-A alongwith his audit enlacement, and the last pay sertlflcate if received, to 
the Audit Officer of that circle who shall prepare the Pension Payment Order and 
an order for the payment of balance of gratuity and take further action as 
Indicated in clause (1). 

(8) If the amount of provisional pension drawn and disbursed by the Head 
of Office is found to be In excess of the final pension assessed by the Audit Officer, 
it shall be open to the Audit Officer to adjust the excess amount out of the balance 
of the gratuity, If any, or recover the excess amount by short payment of pension 
payable in future. 

(9) If the amount of the gratuity authorised by the Head of Office, proves 
to be larger than the amount finally assessed by the Audit Officer, the gratuitant 
shall not be required to refund the excess. 

921. The Audit Officer shall record briefly on the second page of Form 26 his 
reasons for disallowing any service claimed. Any other disallowance shall be 
recorded In the audit enfacement on the third page of Form 26 with reasons 
therefor. 


Section TV— Government Dues and Sanctioning or Pension 

922. (1) It shall be the duty of every retiring Government servant to clear all 
Government dues before the date of his retirement. 

(2) Where a retiring Government servant does not clear Government dues 
and these are ascertainable, an equivalent cash deposit may be taken from him, 
or, out of the gratuity payable to him an amount equal to that recoverable on 
account of ascertainable Government dues, such as, balance of House Building or 
Conveyance Advance, arrears of rent and other charges pertaining to occupation 
of Government accommodation, overpayment of pay and allowances and arrears 
of income-tax deductible at source under the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), 
shall be deducted therefrom. 
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923. (1) If any of the Government dues remain unrealised and unaasessed for 
any reason, the retiring Government servant may be asked to furnish a surety of 
a suitable permanent Government servant In Form 26-A. If the surety furnished 
by him Is found acceptable, the grant of his pension and gratuity shall not be 
delayed- 

(2) If the retiring Government servant is unable or unwilling to furnish a 
surely, a suitable cash deposit may be taken from him, or, such portion of the 
gratuity payable to him as may be considered sufficient may be held over tUl the 
outstanding dues are assessed and adjusted- The cash deposit to be taken or the 
amount of gratuity to be withheld shall not exceed the estimated amount of the 
outstanding dues plus 25 per cent thereof. In cases where It is not possible to 
estimate the approximate amount recoverable from the retiring Government 
servant the amount of the deposit to be taken or the portion of gratuity to be 
Withheld, shall be limited to 10 per cent of the amount of the gratuity or Rs. 1,000, 
whichever is less- 

(3) Efforts shall be made to assess and adjust the recoverable Government 
dues within a period not exceeding six months from the date of retirement of the 
Government servant concerned. If no claim is made on Government account 
against the Government servant within a period of six months from the date of 
hIs retirement, it shall be presumed that no Government claim is outstanding 
against him. In respect of dues pertaining to the occupation of Government 
accommodation by the Government servant, the period of six months shall reckon 
from the date of retirement or from the date of complete vacation of the 
Government accommodation whichever is later. The Government dues as assessed 
shall be adjusted again.st the cash deposit or the amount withheld from the gratuity 
and the balance, if any, shall be released to the pensioner after the expiry of the 
aforesaid period. Similarly, In cases where a pensioner has furnished a suyety, the 
surety shall be released after the lapse of the period referred to above provided the 
dues assessed upto that time have been recovered. 

(4) Government dues which remain unrealised within the period mentioned ^ 
clause (3) and such other dups the claim for which is received after the aforesaid 
period, shall however, be recoverable from the pensioner." 

(c) for the existing Forms 25 and 26, the following Forms shall b# substituted, 
namely; — 


Form. No. 25-C.S.R. 

[Articles 911, 912 (f). 9i5, 9i6. 9^7, 9i9, 92° and 921]. 
First Page 

Form for Pension and Gratuity. 

(To be Sent in duplicate If payment is desired in a different audit circle) 

1. Name of Government servant, 

2. Father's name (and also Husband's name in the case 
of a woman Government servant).... 

3. Religion and Nationality. 

4. Permanent residential address showing vlUage/Town, 

District and State. 

5. Present or last appointment, including name of 
establishment .... 

(t) Substantive. 

(«) Officiating, if any. 

6. Class of Pension or Service Gratuity applied for and 
cause of application 

7. Pension Rules opted/cligible .... 

8. Governments underwhlchservicehas been rendered 
(in order of employment) ..... 

9. Period of Servicequalifyingforpenslon : 

(u) Period of Civil Service .... 

(&) Period of War/Military Service 
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(c) Amount and nature of any pcnaion/gratulty re¬ 
ceived for Military service 

(d) Amount and nature of any pension/gratuity re¬ 
ceived for Civil Service .... 

10 . (a) Average emoluments ..... 

(b) Emoluments for Gratuity .... 

11. Pay as defined in F. R. 9 ( 21 ). .... 

12 . Proposed Pension ...... 

13 . Proposed Gratuity. 

14 . Whether the Family Pension Scheme, 1964 , is appli¬ 

cable , if so amount of life time family pension be¬ 
coming payable to the entitled members of the 
family of the Government servant, in the event of 
his/her death. 

15 . Date from which pension is to commence . 

16 . Place of payment of 

(a) Pension (Treasury/Sub-Treasury) • 
lb) Gratuity (Treasury/Sub-Treasury/Head of the 
Office) ....... 

Noth_ Non-gazetted retiring Government servants can opt for receiving the entire amount 

of gratuity through the Head of Office. 

17 . Whether nomination made for : 

(0 Family Pension under the Liberalised Pension 
Rules, 1950 , if applicable .... 

(»V) Death-cwOT-retirement Gratuity . 

18 . Whether Government servant has paid aU the Govern¬ 
ment dues (See Section IV of Chapter XLVII) . 

19 . Date of birth by Christian era of,— 

(0 Government servant. 

lii) Government servant’s wife/husband 

20 . Height. 

ax. Identification Marks. 

* 22 . Thumb and finger Impressions,'— 


Thumb 


Forefinger 


Middle finger 


Ring finger Little finger 

(0 of Government servant 

lit) of Government servant’s wife/husband 

23 . Date on which the Government servant applied for 
pension in Form 30 . 


Signature of Head of Ofike I Department. 


lAudit Officer)® 


♦Persons who are literate enough to sign their names in English, Hindi or the Official Re¬ 
gional Language, are exempted from recording their left-hand thumb and finger impressions pro¬ 
vided they furnish certified copies of passport-size photographs. 

@In Case of Gazetted Government servants only. 
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Second Page 


Details of Service of Shri/Shrimati/Kumari 
Date of birth. 


Section I 


Establish- Appoint- OflSicating/ Date of Date of Period re- Period not Remarks 
ment ment Substan- beginning ending ckoning as rccokning as by the 
tive service service Audit 

Officer 


123456 7 8 

Yrs. Mths Ds. Yrs. Mts. Ds. 


Total period of service 

Note _Date of commencement and date of ending of each period of military service, 

if any, should also be indicated in this section. 

Section II 

Emoluments drawn during the last * three Years 

Post held From To Pay Pcrsonal/Spccial pay 


Average emoluments :— 

* Inacasewherethelastthreeyearsincludesomeperiodsnot tobereckoned for calculating 
average emoluments an equal period backwards has to be taken for calculating the average emolu¬ 
ments. 

Section III 

Period(s) of non-qualifying service 

From To 

I InterruptlonCs). 

2. Extraordinary leave not qualifying for pension 

3. Period of suspension not treated as qualifying. 

4. Any other service not treated as qualifying 


Total 
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Second Pageicontd.') 

Section IV 

Period of service not verified with reference to Acquittance 
Rolls. 

Whether the above period verified in accordance with the 
provisions of article 9151c) and if not whetherthe necessity 
of verification of the aforesaid period of service dispensed 
with under orders of the appropriate authority 

Third page 


(r) Audit pnfacement. 

1. Total period of tfualifying service which hrs been 

accepted for the grant of superannuation/retirinf/rr- 
valid/compcnsation pension/gratuitj, with reasons 
for disallowance, if any, (other than disallowance 
indicated in Second page) . . . ■ 

Note.— Service for the period commencing from. 

and upto the date of retirement has not yet 
been verlfiedj this should be done before the 
pension payment order Is issued. 

2. Amount of superannuBtion/retiring/invalid/ccmper- 
sation pension /gratuity, that has been admitted, 

3. Amount of the superanrUiation/retiring/invfl d/cem- 
pensatlon penlsion/gratuity, admissible after taking 
into account reduction, if any, in pension and gratu¬ 
ity made by the authority sanctioning pension 

4. Total period of qualifying service which has been 
approved for the grant of special additional pension. 

5. The amount of special additional pension» if any, ad¬ 
mitted imder the rules ..... 

6. The date from which the special additional pension 
is admissible 

7. The date from which the superannuation/retiring/ 
invalld/compen^ation pension/gratuity is admissible. 

8. Head of Account to which the superanmolion/retir- 

ing/inValid/compensation and special additional pen- 
sion/grttuity is chargeable , . . . , 

9. The amount oflife-timefamily pension becomingpay- 
able to the entitled members of family in the event 
of death of the Government servant after retire¬ 
ment ....... 


Accounts Officer. 


Assistant Accountant General. 


Back of the Third Page 


1. Date of submission of Pension Application by the 
Government servmt ...... 

2. Name of Government servant . . . . 

3. Class of pension or gratu ty . . . . 

4. Sanctioning authority. 

5. Amount of pension sanctioned .... 

6 . fiimount of gratuity sanctioned . . . . 

7. Date of commencement of pension 

U. Date of sanction ...... 
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flacA of the Third Page (contd,) 
g. Attiount of Family Pension admissible in rhe event of 
death of Pensioner 

10. Amount to be recovered from gratuity under para 7 
of the Family Pension Scheme, 1964 

11. Government dues held over from the gratuity 

Fourth Page 


Instructions 

I. Calculation of average emoluments, —The calculation of average emoluments, mentioned 
at item lo of the First Page should be based on the actual nuhiber of days contained in each 
month. 

2. Compensation pension or gratuity —(a) If the application is for a compensation 
pension or gratuity the particulars of the savings affected should be culy stated against item 6 of 
the First Page. 

(e) State why employment was not found elsewhere. 

3. History of service, — fa) Give date, month and year of the various appointments, 
promotions and cessations. For the purpose of addingtowatds broken periods, a month isfeokoned 
as thirty days, 

(b) All periods not reckoned as service should be distinguished and reasons foi tf eu exclv* 
sions given in the remarks column. 

Identification Marks. —Specify a few conspicuous marks, not lets than twoif possible. 

5. Name. —When initials or name of Government servant are incorrectly given in the 
various records consulted, mention this fact 'in the letter forwarding the pension papeis to 
avoid unnecessary reference from Audit Officer. 

6. Dttte of Retirement. —Shown in the Service Book, and the Last Pay Certificate. 

7. Reinstatement, —In the case of an officer who has been reinstated after having been 
suspended, compulsorily retired, removed or dismissed, brief statement leading to his reinstatement 
should be appended. 

8. Alterations, —Make in red ink under dated initials of a gazetted Government servant. 


9. Calendar Month _The following examples show 

months should be calculated;— 

how a period stated in calendar 

Examples .—A period of six calendar months 


beginning on the 

ends on the 

28th February ...... 

27th August. 

31st March or ist April ..... 

30th September. 

29th August ....... 

28th February, 

33th August or ist September 

Last day of February. 

A period of three calendar months_ 


beginning on the 

ends on the 

29th November ...... 

28th February. 

30th November or ist December 

Last day of February, 

Form No. 25-A, C.S.R. 



(Articles 909, 912, 9 i 7 and 920) 

Form for sanctioning Pension 

(To be sent in duplicate if payment is desired in a different audit circle) 


1. Name of the Government servant 

2. Father’snameCandalsohusband’snamcin the case of 
a woman Government servant) 
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3. (a) Present or last appointment, including name of 
establishment; 

(i) Substantive. 

(»V) Officiating, If any. 

(6) Remarks by the Receiving Authority, 

I. As to Character and past conduct of 

Government servant .... Good/Fair/Indi£Fcrent/Bad 

1. Explanation of any suspension or degradation 

3. Any other remarks .... 

4. Specific opinion of the Receiving Authority 

whether the service claimed is established 
and should be admitted or not. 

(c) Orders of the p 6 nsion Sanctioning Authority. 

The undersigned having satisfied himself that the service of Shri/Shrimati/Kvmer: 

...has been thoroughly satisfactoiy hereby orders the grent of the full jtenslon, 

death cutn-retiroment gratuity, service gratuity which may be accepted by the Audit Officer as 
admissible under the rules. 


Or 

The undersigned having satisfied himself that the service of Shri/Shrimati/Kumar 

.has not been thoroughly satisfactory hereby orders that the full pension 

and/or gratuity which may be accepted by the Audit Officer as admissible under the rules shall be 
reduced by the specified amount or percentage indicated below, — 

Amount or percentage of reduction in pension 

Amount or percentage of reduction In gratuity , 

The grant of pension and/or gratuity shall take effect from. 

{d) In the event of death of Shri/Shrimati.a faimily pension of Rs. 

.will be admissible to Shrimati/Shrl.a* 

admissible under the Family Pension Scheme, 1964. 

(«) In terms of para 7 of the aforesaid Scheme hc/she is required to contnlute a porticn 
of matuity etfual to two months emoluments or pay, as the cate may be. Necessary recovery out 
(f the gratuity payable to Shri/Shrimati...has becn/may be made. 

*(/) A sum of Rs.on account of.is to be held over from the gratuity 

till the outstanding Government dues are assessed and adjusted. 

(g) The following service of the Government servant has been approved for the grant of 
s ■)>cial allitional pension admissible under the Rules;— 

Post/Posts held. 

Period of Service. 

The pension, and gratuity, are payable at.Treasury/Sub-Treasury and 

ate Chargeable to the Head. 

This order is subject to the condition that if the emount of pensicn and/cr pitn ily as au¬ 
thorised be afterwards found to be in excess of amounts to which the pensioner is entitled under the 
rules, he/she shall be called upon to refund such excess. 


Dated. Signature and Designation of the Pension 

Sanctioning Authority. 

*No amount of the gratuity need be held over if the Government servant hes made a cash 
deposit or furnished a surety of a permanent Government servant in terms of article 923. 
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Second Page 

(To beuied in the case of Government servants to whom Section III of Ctaptcr XLVIl applies) 

Detaili of provfsional pension and gratuity to be drdtsm by the Head of Office in accordance with 
the procedure laid down in arUM 919. 


Provisional pension ........ Rs. p.m. 

Gratuity (3/4th of the full gratuity mentioned against 

item 13 of Form 25).. . Rs. 


Less 

CO Contribution towards Family Pension Scheme, 1964 [see item 

3(«) of the Form].. . Rs. 

C »0 Amount held over for ad|ustment of Government dues [see 
item Cf) of the Form] ....... Rs. 

Net amount of gratuity to be paid provisionally . . . Rs. 


Signature of Head of Office. 


Form No. 26 C.S.R. 

(Article 917) 

Form of letter to the Audit O/fflcer forwarding the pension papers of a Government servant. 


No. 


Government of India 
Ministry of 
Department/Offlce 


Dated, 


To 


The Accountant Gcneral/Pay and Accounts Officer. 


Sir, 

I am directcd/have the honour to forward herewith the pension papers of Shri/Shrimati/ 
Kumari.of this Office/Depaitaent as per list for further neces¬ 

sary aaion. 

Yours faithfully. 


Head of Office. 


List of enclosures. 

1. Form 25.with details ofservice, etc.,and Form 25-A containing the ordersof 

the pension sanctioning authority. 

2. Medical certificate for invalidation (if the claim is for invalid pension). 

3. Service Book. 

4. Memorandum of average emohiments reckonin g for pension. 

5. Last Pay Certificate. 









389a THE OAZfilTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 13 , 1969 /BHADRA 22 , 1891 [Part II— 


6. (a) Two specimen signatures duly attested by Gazeited Government servant or in the 

case of pensioner not literate enough to sign his nam^ two slips bearing the left 
hand thumb and finger impressioi s, duly attested by a Gazetted Government ser¬ 
vant, and 

(h) Three copies of joint passport size photographs with wife/husband duly attested by 
the Head of Office. 

7. Formal application for pensitm in Form 30. 

8. Explanation for delay, i( any, bewnd one month from the date of retirement of the Gov¬ 
ernment servant In forwarding Forms 25 and 25'A- 

9. When the fact of service in another office is not satisfactorily attested in the Service Book 
duly c;rtifled abatractfrom the Head of Office. 

to Statement of the applicant and collateral evidence as required under article 915 duly 
accepted by the authority competent to sanction the pension, 


Form No. 26-AC.S.R, 

(Article 923) 

Form of Swety Bond. 

In consideration of the President of India (hereinafter called the “Government” which 
expression shall include his successors and assigns) having agreed to settle the final accounts of 

Shri/Shrimati. without production of a “No Demand Certificate 

from the Director of Estates, I hereby stand surety (which expression shall include my heirs, 

executors and administrators) for pajTOent by the said.of rent and other 

dues in respect of residence now allotted to him by Government and also for any reside., cc that 

may be allotted or that was allotted to the said.from time to time , by 

Government. I, the surety, futher agree and undertake to indemnify the Government against 
aU loss and damage until delivery of vacant possession of the above-said residence is made ove^ 
to Government. 

I hereby also stand surety for any amounts that may be due by the said. to 

Government byway of ove-piy nant of pay, allowances, leave salary, advances for conveyance, 
house-building or other purposes, or any other dues. 

The obligation udertaken by me shall not be discharged or in any way affected by an extension 
of time or any other Indulgence granted by Government to the said. 

This guarantee shall remain in force till,— 

(i) the “No. Damiitd Cartifleate” is issued by the Director of Estates in favour of the 

said. 

(ii) the Head of Office in which the said.was last 

employed and in case he/she was drawing pay and allowances on Gazetted Government 
servants bill forms the concerned Audit Officer has/have certified that nothing is now 
due to the Government from the said.... 

The stamp duty on this instrument shall be borne by Government. 

Signature of the Surety. 


S igned and delivered by the said surety at, 
this...day of. 

1. Signature. 

Address and occupation of witness. 

2 . Signature. 

Address and occupaton of witness.. 

Certified that Shri/Shrimati. 

ment servant. 


This bond i* hereby accepted. 


in the presence of: 


is a permanent Govern 


Signature of the Head of 
Department or Office in which 
the surety is employed . 

(Signature and designations) 
for and on behalf of the 
President of India. 

[No, 6(2) EV/66] 

S. P. MAHNA, Dy Secy. 
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(Department of Econotnlo Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 30 th August 1969 

8 . 0 . 3653 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 53 read with section 
56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1 M 9 (10 of 1949 ), the Central Government 
on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the 
provisions of sub-Section ( 1 ) of section 11 of the said Act, shall not apply to 
the Chandigarh State Co-operative Bank Ltd., Chandigarh for a period of one 
year With effect from 1 st Metrch, 1969 . 


[No. F. 18I4I69-SB.1 


(gro ftwm) 

30RTfcr, 1969 

3654.—ftrfRTtRUrfsrftBTR, 1949, (l949 ^ ifRS' 
um 56 % RTR ifer RKI 53 % SHT Rffl "PT 

srTsf^ ifft smr 11 TT-triTr (i) % WrIr 

'TT Rin, 1969 I 

[RRRT OTlo 18( 4)/694^Ro sfTo] 

%o Jr^TNTR, 1 



New Delhi, the 3 rd September 1969 

S.O. 3<55.->Stat«iieiit of tbe Affairs of tbe Reserre Btnk of India as on the 29th Angost, 1969. 

BANXiNa l>n>AKT*aon 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Capital paid np 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

22,69,13^00 



Rape* Coin 

8,59,000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Small Coin 

4 ,88 /»o 

National Agncotaaral Credit (Long Term 
Opetatiooi) Fond 

i55»oo,o0fOOO 

Bills PnicbaKd and Discounted: 

(a) Intemal 




(ft) EnemaJ 




fc) Gorenmieot Treatury BiU* 

186,20,87/WJ 

NttMial A^icattural Credit (StitMlisadaal Fad 

35 .oosoO!,ooo 

Held Abtoad* 

I 79 r 2 x, 55 >ooo 



Inveatmemi** 

177,69,87,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 

75,00^0.000 

Loans and AdvaDoei toi — 



(i) Ceotral Governauat 

fii) State OoTenuBcnts @ 4 S, 87 ,i 7 :,ooo 
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Louts snd Advances to t— 


Deposits — 


(t) Scfaedakd CwBinwaal Bankst 

51*38,75*000 

(a) Government 


(to State Or-cpeadta Baakaft .... 
(itf) Ottaea ....... 

229 * 13 * 79,000 

1,86,08,000 

(0 Cmtral Govemmeat 

5 lj 3546 :b« 

Loana, Advanoea and Invcatments fnmNatkaial Agricnt- 
tutal Ctedit (Long Team Opemkaa) Food 


(n) State GovernnMit < 

7,03,38.000 

(a) Loana and Advancea to 
(0 State Govenanenu 

(£) State Co-operative Banka .... 

31,46,88,000 

15,88,16,000 

(«) hanks 


(m) Central Land Moclsace Banka 

( 6 ) Investment in Central Land Mntlgage Bank Debentures 
Loana and Advances from National Agiicnttnial Ctedit 

1 

8,96,93,000 

.0 Scheduled Comsatereut'baoss 

207 , 79 * 02,000 

(StabiKateioo) Fund:— 


i .<0 ScbedaRd State Co-opennve Banes 

8,96,02,000 

Loans and Advancea to State Co-opetative Banks . 

5,71*17,000 

Hcm-Sefaedtiiedl State Go-opemive Banks 

57,15^ 

Loana, Advanoea and Investments from National Indnatrial 

i 

la) Other Banks 

30,57,000 

C^cedit (Long Term Opexationa) Fundi— 

(a) Loana and Advanoea to the Developmeu Bank 

6,26,71,000 1 

(c) Obiers 

236.78,93-000 

( 6 ) Investment in bonda/debeatares issued by the 

1 

Bills Payabk 

Other Liabilities 

35,89,26,000 
30.92*12*000 

Other ^ae*s «... 

34,10,38,000 

Rupees 

999 > 6 i, 9 i*«» 

Rupees 

999,61,91,000 


'Inckidea Caab, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Secoiitiea. 

**EKfaidiiig inveatntents froat the National A*ncuttutal Credit (Long Torm Opefarioos) Pond and the National lodoterta) Credit (Long Term 
Operatiaaa) Pond. 

0 RTH ntttng Loam and Advances from use Nactooai Agrisultmal Credit (Long Term OperaDooa) Pond but jnclnding tempoiaty overdrafts to 
State Governments. 

tlnctodes Rs. 31,00,00,000 advanced to scheduled oonunetcial baob a^iast oaance biUa under aectka r7(4> (c) of the Reserve Bank of India Act. 
ttHadodii^Loamaad AIvances from the Natkmaj Afficiilcural Credit(L(mg Term Operations) Pond sod the National Agiiciiltnnl Ciedit (StabUi- 
saboo) Pnod. | 

Dated the 3rd day of September, 1969. | 
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An AaooaDt parsuant to the Rcaerre Btulc of ladit Act I 934 i for the week ended the 29th day of Angtist, ^969 

ISDB OBrAKTMBl'n' 


LIABIUTIES 


ASSETS 


Notes held in the Banking Depan- 

ment . , 22,69,13,°°° 

Notes in circulation , . . 3467,8i,24,°oo 

Total Notes issued . 


ToUl Lwbiitties 


Gold Co n and Bullion:— 

(a) Held in India. . . . - 

(i) Held outside India 

3490,50,37.000 Foreign Securities . , . , 

Totai. 

Rupee Coin. 

Govexnmeni of India Rupee Securities 
Internal Bills of Exchange and other 
C^nunert^ paper 

3490,50,37,000 Total Assctr . . . , 


182,53,11.000 


200,88,70,000 


383 41,81.00 

74,32,51,000 

3032,76^05,000 


3490.50,37,000 


Dtf ej the 3rd day of September, 1969. 


(sd.) L, K- Jha, 
Govenwr- 


[No. F. 3 ( 3 ).BC/ 69 .] ^ 
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New Delhi, the 6 th September 1969 

S.O. 3656 .—In exercise of the powers cortterred by section 63 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949 ), the Central Government, on the recommendation 
of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declare that the provisions of section 9 of the 
said Act shall not apply to tne New Bank tit India Ltd., New Delhi, till the 5 th 
September 1970 , in respect of the agricultural lands measuring 2493-33 square yards 
held by it at Batala Road, Amritsar. 

[No. F. 15 ( 23 )-BC /68 ) 
K. YESURATNAM. Under Secy. 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Customs 

New Delhi, the 6 th September 1969 

S.O. 3657 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of section 7 
of the Customs Act, 1962 , (52 of 1962 ). the Central Government hereby appoints 
the port at Veppalodal in the State of Tamil Nadu as a Customs port for the un¬ 
loading of imported goods and the loading of export goods. 

[No. 123 . F. No. 8/3/e8-LC.II.] 


6 fRcr>=^7:, 1969 

36S8.—RtRl-re^ IlfsrfMUT, 1 962 ( 1 962 ^1 52) "ffl aRTT 7 % ’aW 
(^) 517.1 R'l'PI ^if^RTtfl ^1 Srtr'tiT RTB’ Ali wT<! 

fffirfjr ftpcj 5rr^ arlf jrt^ ^ turt % ^ ^ftRi- 

% 15''T ^ IITT fTTd’ ifTTrft ^ I 

[Ro 123-^'BRo 8/3/68-<^Ro Rt II] 

tfVo «p^, 

iRRT Rf^ I 


Stamps 

New Delhi, the 13 th September 1969 

S.O, 3659 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub-section 
( 1 ) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899 ), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby remits the duty with which the debentures to the value of two crores 
of rupees to be Issued by the Maharashtra Housing Board are chargeable under 
the said Act. 

[No. 8 / 69 -Stamps/F.No. 1 / 28 / 69 -Cue.VII.] 
P. K. KAPOOR, Under Secy. 


(Department of Revenue and Insnranoe) 

Incombtax Department 
Nagpur, the 29 th July 1969 

S- O. 3660.—^Whereas the Central Government is of the opinion that it it necessary and 
expedient in public interest to publish the names and other particulars of the asscssees : 

(t) being individuals or Hindu Undivided Families, who have been rsscs'ed on rn ircome 
of more than one lakh of rupees; 
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(it) bring Firms, Associations of Persons or Companies, who have been assessed on an 
income of more than ten lakhs of rupees, during the financial year 1967-68 and has, 
therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 287 of the Inccmetax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), directed that the names and other particulars of the assessccs 
aforesaid be published, the same arc hereby published in Schedules I and 11 , hereto 
annexed ;— 


Schedule I 

Nam«s of all Individuals and hufs assessed on income af over Rs. l lakh during the financial 

year 196J-68, 


s. 

Name and address of the assessce 

Status 

Assessment 

Income assessed Remarks 

No. 



year 

under Incometax 




Act, 1961 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

I 

M/s. Bhagatram Santram, Bilas- 

H.U.F. 

1958-59 

1,40,000 

2 

ShriB.B.J. Seth,SimrolRoad, ! 

Individual 

I 963‘'64 

1,08,915 


Mhow, 


3 

M/s. Baburao Pimplapure, 

Do. 

1963-64 

3,32,104 


Sagar, C/o. M/s. Vrijlal 
Manilal, Sagar. 




4 

Shri Balbhadra Singh C/o M/s. 
Baktawar Singh Balbhadra 
Singh, Jagdalpur. 

Shri chitnavii G. M. Chitnavis- 

Do. 

1963-64 

1,03,468 



5 

H. U. F. 

1963-64 

i» 65,745 


pura, Nagpur. 


6 

Shri Cbintamanrao Balaji, Sagar. 

Individual 

1963-64 

3 j 47 ,Z 79 

7 

M/s. Ghaganlal Mittal, Sltal- 

H.A.F. 

1963-64 

1,89,900 


mata Bazar, Indore. 



8 

Shri Devendra Kumar Patel, 

Individual 

1963-64 

2,95,82 0 


C/o M/s. Vrijlal Manilal, 
Sagar, 




9 

Shri Oulabdas Agarwal 

Do. 

1966-^7 

1,00,474 

lO 

Shri Gangadas Kotharl, Raipur. 

Do, 

1963-64 

1,07,453 

II 

S hri Gopaldas, C/o M/s. Udhoji 

Do. 

1963-64 

1,01,592 


Shrikiishandas, Satna, 


12 

Shri Qftngadas Kotharl, C/o 

Do. 

1964-65 

1 , 74,543 


Qango Steel Rt-Rolling Mill, 
Raipur. 




13 

HazarilalDevkishan,Fiparla . 

Do. 

1963-64 

1,12,906 

14 

Smt. Jyotisna Dievi, P. Jabalpur 

Do. 

1963-64 

1,11,761 

15 

Do. 

Do, 

1964-65 

1,12,735 

16 

Do. 

Do. 

1965-66 

1,04,252 

17 

Shri J. T. Joshi, Ramdaspeth, 

Do. 

1963-64 

13,74,206 

18 

Nagpur. 

Shri Knarabe, D. S. C/o. M/s. 

Do. 

1963-64 

3,14,351 


Kharabe & Co., Cotton Mar¬ 
ket, Nagpur. 




19 

Shri Kanhaiyalal Jassaram, Usha 

Do. 

1963-64 

2,20,000 


GanJ, Indore. 




20 

Do. 

Do. 

1962-63 

1,15,710 

21 

M/s. Kishanlal Thakuidas, Bilas- 

H.U.F. 

1958-59 

1,40,000 


pur. 




22 

Shri Mohd. Hanif, Partner of 





M/s. K. M. Hanif, Ibrahhn- 
pura, Bhopal 

Individual 

1963-64 

1,61,699 

23 

Shri Mohd. Islam, Do, 

Do. 

1963-64 

1,10,818 

24 

Shri Mohd. Aziz, Do. 

Do* 

1963-64 

1,03,418 

35 

Shri Madanlal Agarwal, Lashkar 

Do. 

1947-48 

3,45,833 




1948-49 

2,36,029 




1949-50 

4,29,779 
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26 ShrlMadhukarRaoPimplapurc, 

C/o. M/s. Vdilal Manllal, 

SasPJ .... Individual 

27 Shn MaJhoji, C/o M/s. Udhoii 

Shrikdshandas, Satna . . Do. 

28 Shri Mohd. Hanif, Legal heirs 

of late Shri Kalokhan Jum- 
man Khan, Partner of M/s. 

K. M. Hanif, Ibrahimpura, 


Bhwal .... Do. 

29 Shri H. H. Maharaja Martand 

Singh Ju Deo of Ricwa . Do. 

20 Shri Manak Cnand Navin 

Ghand, Indore . . . Do. 

31 Shri Manablal Motilal Agarwah 

Sbamgarh .... Do. 

32 Shri Narendra Kumar Patel, 

C/o M/a. Vrijlal Manila), 

Sagar .... Do. 

33 Shri N. G. Zamindar, Raoji 

Bazar, Indore . . . Do. 

34 Shri Narayandaa, C/o M/s. 

Udhoji Shrikrishandas, 

Satna .... Do. 

35 Shri O, S. Gupta,Ratlam , Do. 

36 ShriParamandbhai, JabWpur . Do. 

37 Do. Do. 


38 ShriPutshotamdas Moda, Raigarh I 3 o. 


39 ShriRishi T. C.jBilaspur . Do. 

40 Shri R. C. Jail, MUrai Mohalla, 

Indore .... Do. 

41 Ratanchand Bhounath, Jabalpur H. .F. 

42 Shri R. B. Gaur, Kami Individual 

43 Ratilal Manakji, Burhanpur, 

D;stt. Kbandwa . . . H.U.F. 

44 Do. Do. 

45 Do. Do. 


46 Shri Sial I.S.,Ne-w Colony, Nag¬ 
pur ..... Individual 


47 

Shri S. Sanyal, Itwari, Nagpur, 

Do. 

48 

Shn Sadiq Bhai C/o. M/s. 
Sadiq & Co., Mount Rd. 



Nagpur .... 

Dq^ 

49 

Shri SialM.S., Jabalpur . 

Do, 

30 

Shri Sidharath Kumar, Jabal¬ 

Do. 

pur . . . 

51 

Shri Shrawan Kumar Patel, 



Jabalpur .... 

Do. 

5 ^ 

Do. 

Do. 

53 

Do. 

Do. 

54 

Shrikishandas C/o, M/s. Udhoji 


Shrikrishandas, Satna . 

Do. 


55 Shri Shakir Hussain (deceased) 

Legal Heirs, Shri AbduT 
Kadar, Mosan Hussain, Smt, 
Sha)dnabai&: AmnaBal, Damoh Do. 

56 Shri Sheonarayan Prabhudayal, 

Seonl. .... H.U.F. 


57 Do. Do. 

58 M/s. S.R.Kalani,M.G. Road, 

Indore .... Do. 

59 Smt. Ujjambai, Jabalpur . . Individual 

6d Do. Do. 


61 


Do. 


Do. 


1903-04 

2,80,924 

1963-64 

1,00,749 

1963-S4 

1,63,406 

1955-56 

l; 92 .Iy 3 

1963-64 

1.32,115 

1964-65 

1,01,840 

1963-64 

2,84.460 

1963-64 

1,18,850 

1963-64 

1963-64 

1963- 64 

1964- 65 

1956- 57 

1957- 58 
1963-64 
1963-64 

1,03.356 

4162,530 

241I3.785 

14191.841 

5.82,580 

5.81,276 

3.72.487 

6,94.638 

1963-64 

1963-64 

1963-64 

5,84,086 

2.39.879 

1 , 2 «,S 27 

1964- 65 

1965- 66 

1966- 67 

1.54.623 

1,07,680 

1,06,580 

1963-64 

1963-64 

2.87,931 

1,51.817 

1963-64 

1963-64 

1.53.496 

1,03,892 

1963-64 

1,28,274 

1963- 64 

1964- 65 

1965- 66 

1 . 13.510 

1,98,841 

12,72,239 

1963-64 

1,00,990 

1948-49 

5.86,824 

1956- 57 

1957- 58 

1.45.841 

2,44.848 

I 963'-64 

1964- 65 
1963-64 

1965- 66 

1,36,325 

14,26,988 

22,74,537 

20,04,365 
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I 


2 


3 4 


5 6 


62 H. Maharani Ushadevi, Manik 

Bagh Palace, Indore Individual 1963-64 

63 Shri Yusuf Ghani, Central 

Avenue Road, Nagpur . . Do. 1963-6^. 

64 Shri Zoeb BhaiC/o. M/s. Sadiq 

& Co., Mount Road, Nagpur. Do. 1963-64 


3,27,561 

1,20,127 

1,22,496 


Schedule II 

Names of all films. Associations of persons and companies assessed On incomejf over Rt- 10 lakhs 

during the financial year lp6f-68 


s. 

No. 

Name & Address of the asscssec 

Status 

Assessment 

year 

Inctme rsEct'cd Rtntiks 
under the In¬ 
come tax Act, 

1961 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

1 

The Central Provinces Manga¬ 
nese Ore Co, Ltd.,Nagpur , 

Company 

1963-64 

49,79,168 

2 

M/s. Gwalior Rayon Silk Mfg. 
(Wvg.) Co. Ltd., Birlagram, 
Nagda .... 

Do. 

1963-64 

2327j53j250 

3 

M/s. Mohanlal Hargovind, 
Jabalpur .... 

R.F, 

1963-64 

45.36,17s 

4 

Do. 

Do. 

1964-65 

32,72,242 

5 

Do. 

Do. 

1965-66 

31,96,664 

6 

National News Print & Paper 
Mills, Nepanagar 

Company 

1965-66 

68,25,353 

7 

The Perfect Pottery Co. Ltd., 
Jabalpur .... 

Do. 

1964-65 

10,36,227 

8 

M/s, Rajkumar Mills, Indore . 

Do, 

1963-64 

13,45,101 

9 

M/s. Sajjan Mills, Ratlam 

Do. 

1963-64 

14,34,340 

10 

M/s. Vrijlal Manilal & Co,, 
Sagar .... 

R.F. 

1963-64 

15,14,756 


, [No. C.S, 9 / 68 - 69 .] 
V. R. BAP AT, 
Commissioner of Income-tax, 

Madhya Pradesh, Nagpur and Bhandara, 

Nagpur. 
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CENTRAL, BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

New Delhi, the 28th June 1969 


Income-tax 

S.O,i66l.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) f 122 of the 

Income-tax Act, 1961 (41 of t 9 < 5 i) and of all other powers enabling it *at b^alf the Ce«^ 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following amendments in the Schedule appended oits 
notification No. 98 (P. No. 50/9/68-ITJ) dated 8-10-68, namely 

In the said schedule against the Ranges shown below in Column i, the following shall be 
substituted under column 2, namely ;— 


SCHEDULE 


Range 


Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts 


1 


2 


A—Range, Ahmcdabad 


B—.Range, Ahmedabad 


E—Range,. Ahmedabad 


F—Range, Ahmedabad 


A—-Range, Baroda ■ 


B—Range, Baroda 


I. 


3 - 

4. 

5 - 

6. 

7 - 


Group Circle I(i'), Ahmedabad. 
Group Circle I(l}, Ahmedabad. 
Group Circle 1 ( 4 ), Ahmedabad. 
Circle III, Ahmedabad. 

Circle V, Ahmedabad. 

Special Investigation Circle B 
Special Investigation Circle A, 


Ahmedabad. 

Ahmedabad. 


I. Group Circle Ill(i), Ahmedabad. 

2, Group Circle 111 ( 3 ), Ahmedabad. 

3, Circle IV, Ahmedabad. 

4, Circle IX, Ahmedabad. 

5, Central Circle, Ahmedabad. 


1. Circle II, Ahmedabad. 

2. Circle VIIIjAhmedabad. 

3. Group Circle 1 ( 3 ), Ahmedabad. 


1. Circle X, Ahmedabad. 

2. Petlad. 

3. Mehsana- 

4. Palanpur. 

5. Paten. 

6. Group Circle III(2), Ahmedabad. 


1. A, B, C, D Wards Baroda. 

2. Godhra. 

1. E,F,G,H,I,J,K, and L, Wards, Baroda. 

2. Breach. 

3. Bulsar. 


This notification shall take effect from ist July, 1969. 

Explanatory Note 

The amendments have become necessary on account of reorganisation of AACs jurisdi 
ctlon in the Commissioner's charge. 

(The above note does not form a part o* the notification, but is intended to be merely 
clarificatory). 


[No. 87 (F. No. 50/40/69-lTJ)]. 
S. V. SUBBA RAO, Under Secy. 
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wnm 

^ 28^^, 196 9 

Sffto 3662.—87 ('Wo Eo 50/40/69-511^0 ^j-o ^o) ; ■5rriT^?rf!J- 
f^R, 1961 (l961 ^1 43) atW 122^^9^117:1 (l) ffRl ITTTT ^ 

fTifir?! ir»T«f ^Ti^ ^loft 51 ^ E-Tfr sif^inff m sprV 917^ ^r^ift^i nwW »pt ^ 

51'Ef)'Bwn 98 ('Wo lio 50 / 9/6 s vi^o jt-. s ?iwit^, 1968 

^ 'TTw it tT^Tirzi f^iwfi 3 %^i ArTgr ?i«il 7 i 

^ 1 % r^-arrq; iii^ T^ff % itttit 2 % fTFE'%f^. 

sTfer^Kifiii feiri^jn, 5 r«ifci- 


5 T 1 W 7 qnf siiTt: fsr^r 

I 2 


'll. 


fir, ^i^jrARiA- 


515 WWIT 


T '?3T, 


1. ^1 (i), 5 i^?i 3 ipr 

2 . 1 ( 2 ) 51§9TTWra 

3. 151 irf%w 1 ( 4 ), si^urrar? 

4 . III, 5i?tr?iflK 

5- Ei%^, *15BTW91 

6- fwT 51 ^<!r»f B% 5 T "^'’ 5 i' 5 RA'fWTT 

7 . f^iipT 5i7?<T'’i frPwT " 9 ;” 

1. iiT EfTW III ( 1 ) 5i?9raNTar 

2. W III ( 3) 

3 . nf^, IV 

4. ^CI 

5 . %'TfVll 51?9KTWK 

1. 11%^, II ^TjlHAl'ilTA 

2. VlII, 5,?[TT51J|K 

3 . 1 ( 3 ),5t?[iTTrTra 

1. X, 51 ^ 9 Tnil^ 

2. 'TS^ 

3. ^nn 

4. 'IW^T 

5. 

6 . ^ III (2),5i?BTrRnr 
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1 


2 

Ip. 


1 . 

2- 

^;sr, 


1 . ¥ 0 , =^o,®,5r,5T, 51, (ftT 5 HT#, 

2. 

3. 


IT? 1 1 96 9 ?! I 


^ #9fttrfT ’RT^'Rl li'ftH' "ffr ?<fsi^'ifTBT %, 'RT^TIB'B' *1 t, 5^- 

^ ’ITTT ifiminfr ^ BTt ^ I 

fe'T'T t Th^^^TOI ^) 

[?r‘o 87 (Wp^o 5 0/40/69Wr^t>^Voiro)] 

q:?ro sfj-o igsarr Tra', 

?i'TT %5TftJT 5R2T9T «pr I 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE, HY 0 £RA^AD 

Centhal Excise 

Hyderabad, the 30th August 1969 

S O 3 G 63 . —In exercise of the powers conferred on me by rule 173 H of the 
Central Excise Rules, 1944 , I hereby direct the assessees manufacturing Refri- 
eeratipK and Air Conditioning appliances and machinery to maintain a Job card 
in the form appended below, in addition to the Register maintained under Rules 
97 97 -A, 173 -H and 173 -Ii in respect of duty paid Refrigerating and Air Condi¬ 
tioning appliances and machinery received within the factory premises for repro¬ 
cessing, repairs, servicing etc.. 

Job Card 

Name and address of the assessee- 
Repairs/Recondltionlng Record. 

( 1 ) Serial No. and date of entry in Excise Register in Form V:— 

( 2 ) Description of goods;— 

( 3 ) Marks and Numbers;— 

( 4 ) Nature of repairs/reconditioning:— 

< 5 ) Charges made for repair with Bill No. and Date;— 
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(6) Dutiable 

( 7 ) Dale of 

(8) Delivery 

spare parts utilised;— 
completion of repairs/reconditioning:— 

ticket No. and date on which returned to service department._ 

Signature of Foreman/ 
Supervisor Repair shop. 

When the duty paid goods received within the factory for repairs, service,- 
etc., are sent to a particular section, then the same should be covered by a job 
card prescribed above. The Job Cards should be filed serially, date wise indicat¬ 
ing the corresponding entry number-s in form V. 

(C. No, V 29 -A/ 30 /i 2 / 69 .M,P.) 

[No. 6 / 69 .J 



M, L. ROUTH. Collector. 

COLLECTORATE OF CENTRAL EXCISE : POONA 


Ckniral Excises 


Poona, the z$th August, 

1969 

S. 0 . 36 <S 4 -—fn exercise of the powers vested in me under Rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 
1944, I empower all officers of Central Excise in the Poona Central Excise CoHectorate specified 
in Column 3 of the table belowto exercise within their respective jurisdiction the powers of Collector 
under the Central Excise Rules mentioned in Column 2 of the table subject to the limitations 
in Column 4 thereof. 

Tabi* 

S. CEx. Rules 

No. 

I 2 

Rank of Officers 

3 

Limitations, if any. 

4 

1 96ZH(i) 

All Officers of & above the rank of First ASP (application) shall be 
Supdt. of Central Excise. accepted by the officers not below 

the rank of Asst. Collr. 

2 96ZH(2) 

All Officers of & above the rank of 
Asst. Collr. 


3 96 ZH( 4 ) 

All Officers of & above the rank of 
Supdt. of Central Excise. 

(а) Power of accepting renewal 
application in form ASP shall 
be exercised by Supdt, CEx. 

(б) p Where delay in presenting 
the ASP is not more than todays, 
the supdt. C. Ex, shall exercise 
power of condoning the delay. 

(ii) Where delay In presenting the 
ASP exceeding 10 days A. C. C. 

E sliaU exercise the power. 

4 96ZHC5) 

All Officers of and above the rank 
of Asstt. CoUr. C. Ex. 

— 

5 96ZI ( 4 ) 

All Officers of and above the rank 
of Asstt. Collr. C. Ex. 

— 

6 96ZL(i) 

Adjudicating Officers 

To demand duty, to confiscate goods 
and to impose penaltv in ac¬ 
cordance with their limits of 
adjudication powers. 


[No. G.E.R. No. 5/69] 


D. N. LAL, 

Collector of Central Excise, Poona. 
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MINISTRY OF FOOD AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND 

COOPERATION 

(Department of Food) 

New Delhi, the 5 th September 1969 

S.O 3665 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 42 of the Ware 
housing Corporation Act, 1962 (58 of 1962 ), the Central Warehousing Corporation, 
with the previous sanction of the Central Government, hereby makes the follow¬ 
ing regulations further to amend the Central Warehousing Corporation (Staff) 
Regulations, 1966 , namely;— 

1 . These regulations may be called the Central Warehousing Corporation (Staff). 
Third Amendment Regulations, 1969 . 

2 . In sub-regulation ( 1 ) of regulation 12 of the Central Warehousing Corpora¬ 
tion (Staff) Regulations, 1986 , for the opening paragraph, the following shftU be 
substituted, namely;— 

"( 1 ) The power to fix or revise the scales of pay of posts in the Corpora¬ 
tion shall vest in the Board of Directors, subject to the condition that, 
for appointment of persons who have already attained the age of 
58 years to posts with scales of pay having a maximum of Rs. 2500 /- 
or above or to posts with a fixed pay of Rs. 2500 /- or above, prior 
approval of the Central Government shall be obtained.’’. 

LNo. F. 26 - 7 / 67 -S.G.II.] 
DEVAKI NANDAN GOYAL, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 20th August 1969 

S.O. 3666 ,—In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 160 of the Aircrafts 
Rules, 1937 , the Central Government hereby exempts for a further period of one 
year with effect from 1 st September, 1969 . all holders of appropriate Aircraft 
Maintenance Engineers Licences granted or rendered valid by appropriate autho¬ 
rities of the United Kingdom and Australia from the operation of rule 61 in so 
far as it relates to rrales 57 , 68 and 60 of the said rules and directs that the 
holders of such licences may act as Aircraft Maintenance Engineers in connec¬ 
tion with the repair, overhaul, modification and maintenance of aircraft owned 
and operated by Air India. 

[No. F. 10 -A/ 38 -e 9.1 
S. N. KAUL, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1 st September 1969 

S.O. 3667.^—In pursuance of the directions issued under the provision of each of the enactments 
specified in the First Schedule annexed hereto, the Centra) Government after considering the 
recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves the film specified is 
column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Gujarati to be of the description specified 
against it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 4 of Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Central 

Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (3) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas (Rcgu'ation) 

Act, 1953 (Bombay Act XVII of 1953)- 

(3) Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Saurashtra Cinemas (Regulation) 

Act, 1953 (Saurashtra A'-t XVII of 1953). 
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The Second Schedule 


S. Title of the film. 

Length 

Name of Name of 

Whether a Scientific fiim or a 

No. 

35mm 

the the 

Applicant Producer 

film intended for educational 
purposes or a film dealing with 
news & current events or a 
Documphtary films, 

I 2 

3 

4 5 

6 

Namarata Na Sagar 
(Colour) 

285* 90M Sh. Narendra Trlvedi 
Proprietor, Parimal 
Pictures, 34/AWe8t 
View, loth Khetwadi 
Bopbey-4. 

Documentary film (for release in 
Gujarat Circuit only). 


[No. F. 24 /i/ 69 -FP“App. 1383]. 
Banu Ram AggaRwal, Under Secy. 


SRimj *inW 3 r 

^ 1 f^cTKT, 1969 

1^0 8T>o 3668;—^ ^ ITTR ^ PHWtf<cf JRTf^T % 

9j|k) %■ *FJinT, H^fRif’FTT ^TT, 

^T=!rf flf)- ftT'FTfcwf "TT ^ m Mt 

2 Jr pB?R ^ ’T^Ri'V 'imr R%r, f^rrm 

(1) wfsrpm, 1952 (1952 ^ 3 7 ^ %?!?)¥ «TfvUrTHT) ^ 

triTT 12 ^wu (4) fmamiei 

(2) ar^ fJr^’TT (PrPFm) ^rfferPm 1953 (1953 «ft iTirt 
^rftfPrjnr) ^ jnxr 5 # ^mro (3) ?m ^nr 9 1 

(3) ftr%RT(PT|WT) 1953 (1953 tt i 7 <it ifhTs?[ 

TTftPm) 4ft sTTO 5 ?m ^TOirr 4 ^ oru 9 1 
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WB' ^ BTB AT BIB AT TW 

BBTT 35 fBo 


ATT TAirfrAi' ftifB 
I TT ftr«TT BTAprft 
t BT BBTAR 
sftr timPlAi BTBTsfi 
A?V PtiW ^ BT ®l J- 
4 't^ fri^ ^ I 


( 1 ) ( 2 ). ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) (6) 


( 1) BBTBT BT BTAT 

(t^) 

28 5.90 sfVB^ sflTlfiT Mr<H>T 

*nd< frABAf 34 /^ 1 0 ^BATAt, ^pjRRT ) 

B^-4 1 


[BWIAio 2 4/l/69-l^Bi Tr. TfTfW 1383] 


BEJ^TTB AniBIB, 


BAT BTTB RTATT I 


DEPABJMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi,'the 30 th August 1969 

S.O. 3669 _In exercise of the powers conferred by section 21 of the Indian 

Post Office Act, 1898 (6 of 1898 ), the Central Government hereby makes the follow¬ 
ing rules further to amend the Indian Post Office Rules, 1933 , namely:— 

1 . These rules may be called the Indian Post Office (Tenth Amendment) 

Rules. 1969 . 

2 . In the Indian Post Office Rules, 1933 , rule 52 shall be omitted. 

lNo.'4/25/e7-CF.] 
K. GOPALAKRTSHNAN, 
Deputy Director General (Malls)- 


BBTA: ftiBTB 
(»TA! jua: Bti) 

30 BB'RT 1969 

ATo Wto 3670:—BRfftB FTATBT BfufBBB, 1898 ( 1898 AT 6) A^V mn 
jm SfBn AlfpBt HT snfEl ATT^ BTATT BTOflB -SIAiBt fBBB, 1933 B 

AJPt BA^RB ATiB % fBTBfBftiB fBBB BBRfl :— 

1. ^ fBBB BrefW IRTn: (BBBtBAftRB) fBBB, 1969 A^^BT AWB I 

2. Brefk BIAIBT fBBB 1933 52 ATT fW BIT^BT I 

[BiB ^fwTT 4 / 25 / 67 -lfto.i^A;o] 

BB BjilPiJlNIV (im), 
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New Delhi, the 5th Septe7nber 1969 

S.O. 3671 .—In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele¬ 
graph Rules, 1951 , as Introduced by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960 , tha 
Director General Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1 st October, 1969 as 
the date on which the Measured Rate system will be Introduced in AGARTALA 
Telephone Exchange, Assam Circle. 


[No. 6 - 70 / 68 .PHB(ll).] 
D. R. BAHL, 

Asstt. Director General (PHB), 


5 1969 

® o 3672*—627 idi & I960 5TTT 

1951 % Rl trfliT RTT fdWf ^ 434 III % ItT (^) % 

^ WRTdlRl ^ 1-10-1969 ^ tTRlfqR RRIRT NBJ 

^ P-TCRtr ftitfr ^ I 


[Ro 5-70/68-^to ItRo ^o(llj.] 


iflo RRo 


RflPr^RR ('fto TTRo ?Vo) I 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH, FAMILY PLANNING, WORKS, HOUSING AND 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 30 th August 1969 

S.O. 3673 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section ( 1 ) of section 14 
of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956 ) the Central Government, 
after consultation with the Medical CouncR of India, hereby directs that the medical 
qualifications “M.T).” granted by the Kyoto University, Japan, and M.D. granted 
by the Chiba University, Japan, shall be recognised medical qualifications for the 
purposes of this Act. 


[No- F. 19-37/a9-MPT.] 
R'. MURTHI, Under Secy- 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 30 th August 1969 

S.O. 3674 .—In pursuance of sub-rules (2) and ( 3 ) of rule 67 of the Indian Aircraft 
(Public Health) Rules, 1964 and sub-rules ( 2 ) and ( 3 ) of rule 89 of the Indian Port 
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Health Rules, 1955, the Central Government hereby makes the following amend¬ 
ment to the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Health 
No. F. 29-10/64-IHF dated the 7th April, 1965, namely; — 

1 . In the Schedule to the said notification, in paragraph 2(a) for the figure “25”, 
the figure “31” shall be substituted- 

2. This notification shall become effective ten days after its publication in the 
Official Gazette. 

[No. F. 24-9/68-I.H.2 

S. SRINIVASAN, Under Secy 

(Department of Work*, Honslng and Urban Development) 

New Delhi, the 1st September 1969^ 

8.0.3675.-—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of lie Fubhe Premises (Evicuon 
of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of 1958) the Central Government hereby appoints 
the officer mentioned in column (i) of the table below, being the officer equivalent to the rank of 
a gazetted officer of Government to be estate officer for the purposes of the said Act who shall ex¬ 
ercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on estate officers by or under the said 
Act within the local limits of his jurisdiction in respect ofthe public premises specified in column 
(z) of the said table. 


The Table 


Designation ofthe officer Categories of public premises and local limits of 

junsdlction 


(I) 


( 2 ) 


Personnel Managcr-cum-AdministrativcOffi- Public Premises belonging to the Fcrtih'zer Cor- 
cer, Sindri Unit, District Dhanbad, Bihar, poration of Irdia L mittd wilhin the limitsfcf 
Fertilizer Corporation of IndiaLirmted, the Sindri Unit, Sindri, District Dhanbad, 

Bihar 


[No. F. 2 ioi 2 (io)/ 69 -Po 1 . IV.] 

T. K. BALASUBRAMANIAM, 
Deputy Director of Estates and Ex-Offiiio Under Secy. 


gftr TRTFT aAl. Wl'l rUrT 

fw»r) 

5 tijR, 1969 


mio mo 3 676--—IRT: tfuiliT tit'llt UfTtu i{ldi $ Slf 

ITiyiRtE ^ f>p TTSiI if, ^ ^ WIRR UBH TT 5 m TWTI 62 ^ 



3910 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 13, 1969/BHADRA 22, 1891 [Past U— 


fflTI 'Jiin) ^il^n) ^ fnsl^ % Hn'l'JiH ^ f%TJ 

^ri^FT if ^3nrFr ^ ^rftr^nr ; 

ira’: <TW, 'TTiiqMUJT (»[PT ^ 

1962 ( 1962’Trr so) "iflr srnr 3 "fiY^rar r (i) gTTrJTTd' wrfwiif WTifFr 

^•'■([ 1*1 6 ^.K'/f ^ ^ *Mfw*tiK ^rf^Td' W W'FTT i^d'^ijKi Wlf^id' 

Jftnrr ^ I 

3. ?r firm BirpRr, ^ir vjfir % ?f)% irfTfim % f^a 

wr^, R'OT mf^^Tft, Rt tfOT i(ir srirro- wtr it?r *rpfrir) ^ 

% TfsTRt R®n- 2 7, IJ'FTJIT flTT, ^THT, T^-4 *rflHp;^dT 

^ ffr^ 21 fefr % JPT I ^ ffT^ iFT% 5TWT 51 : arfw frfrf^TESrr: 

Tcnr f»F w 215 ^TiffiT $ ftr OTijfi- g d^i^ gJif^ y i : ^ qr PPifV frfu 

•STTOrtt ^ iTT^ff I 




%-62 % %-29 (*BT cTT 'TT1{T ’JITT^ 


<.i'»n ^'JITRI n>iHI 

Jr^URT 

?rT^prr 

<tsri'l<n 

»rr^ Rw 

|«RT 

»TR 

<fV «TK 

ifpf? ??rrjfl' 299 

0 

3 

72 

298 

0 

11 

48 

300 

0 

10 

18 

306 

0 

1 

50 

303 

0 

7 

10 

302 

0 

5 

81 

<Td<ir^ 1613 

0 

14 

SO 

1612 

0 

8 

34 

1620/10 

0 

7 

34 

1 620/3 

0 

5 

3‘3 
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FfsrriT TT^TT 



tI ?rrc 

162 0/9 

0 

0 

50 

1620/2 

0 

1 

00 

162 0/28 <fl-%Tr^ 

0 

1 

96 

I 6 I 9/1 

0 

22 

*52 

161 9/2 

0 

5 

20 

1618 

0 

2 

64 


[Fo 29/5/68~m^oWto^fto/$Rn:] 

Wto 3677.—iTcT. % ^ffFT ^ ^ «t^) 

>5rfKrFr!TtT, 1962 ( 1962 ^87 5 0) «rm 3 q?V ( l) % ^ttoT rtteTT 

rFFFT RTFFT !fft (rfM^fSFTT fFTo STTo TTo 983 1-3-69 5TTI 

w^x % ^ !rr«rg;^T ^ ^ ^ifFr ^ TiPmr ^'t n ft 

’F>f^sir?r%ffq-'Y3rfT%f^q'?ri^’R%’FT ?rT^T5rniW«ftf^^ferr| i 

!iVt q^r: FWT RTfqqTT^ ^ ^ 'frF^rfjFTiT "iSt SETT 6 qff ^q-qTTT ( 1 ) ^ 'RsftE 

^TTfiTT «Ft fTTlt ^ ?ft $ I 

qVr: q?r: TTTTfiTt ^ ^ ftHtc et fWT qrr:^ % ?rr«T^ij^ ^ ^ 

^T 5rf«Fpri: ^tTste ®pt% fsrfwir f^qr |i 

TTq, qRr: ^ ?rMEqR ^ «mT 6 # g-TqTTT (i) sm rittt irftE qrr !Tq->r >^3^ 
|t:r %?fVq ttt’hp: iTE^fTTT «fE:<fr I fq? «rfqig;^qT ^ ttwjf Jr WeT^ 
Jf ^’Wtq ^ ^rfq+TT oTFr wr^n f^tyjj'T ^ setWe % f^(i7 s *' 7 feqr 
siTET i ’rftr ^ mrr (4) anr r^te- Ef^RErf ^trr reFt ^ ^ g'; «i:^ xrx^x 

fq^ ^ fp qqq Jr qtnm vr 'qfqqrR Trwri: Jr fqf^q % qsrrq ^ 
RTirfqqi if?r 'trrq'FT Jr, fJr^'qqf Jr ^ tir Jf, w FVFqr ^ RqriTrr ^r ■.n'O^ 

Ttfqf^^Frr I 


^ ^ 7 Jr f wr TTwr ^ ErFr wrrq (qJiTiiEr^q) f^wqr 


i^^'jiTrE 


EEfrqqr 


qtsfFEn; 

RET 

Truism TTOT 


mx 

qt ^itt: 

^4 i-rTT^ 


0 

3 

44 


1108 

0 


81 


1109/1 

0 

17 

60- 
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T T ifwr 


ftriT' 

tV mr 

'" 1109/2 

0 

11 

50 

1114 

0 

7 

78 

fill? 

9 

17 

60 

111 6/ 1 rprr 2 

0 

23 

77 

1065/1 

0 

18 

51 

1064/4rr«rr 5 

0 

24 

59 

1063 

0 

4 

85 

425/2 

0 

5 

0 

^«rT , . 425/1 

0 

10 

22 

419 

0 

10 

0 

420 

0 

10 

32 

42l/l\ 




418/l/ 

0 

16 

29 

404 

0 

4 

95 

4 03 

0 

7 

18 

402 

0 

6 

77 

401 

0 

5 

76 

400 

0 

7 

80 

3 09 

0 

7 

80 

398/1 

0 

11 

93 

397 

0 

13 

55 

395 

0 

7 

38 

396 

0 

7 

88 

r «iT^o cffo grt-fsp 

0 

0 

90 

361 

0 

5 ■ 

16 

360 

0 

7 

68 

359/2 

0 

8 

09 

363 

0 

1 

50 

358 

0 

6 

57 

357 

0 

6 

07 

356 

0 

6 

80 

355 

0 

15 

88 


0 

0 

45 

347 

0 

16 

29 

347*ik 729%?fN'4to tVo ^ 

0 

17 

60 


[?fo 20/3/67-?fto 
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Tf 6 1 9 6 9 I 

^fo^rro 3678;—MT^T ('jRf % ^ w|i(*hi'< 

^ ?rFsrPEHT, i962 (i962 ^ 50) ^ arm 3 ^ (1) % 

lETWi: % ?Tk T5rrHT ^ ^0 mo B'o 410?rrftl5 21-1-69 

aiTT stFe^w % ^ njfFnff % % 'ffFsPhn: 

^ TifSH <n 1^*11 %■ ftwF^ % snfrsFT % vif^d *t>T^ ^ 5rm 5rr?iT ^ fcrr ^ 1 

*1^ ipr; WB BTftrrrft % t>rt 5rftrfBiiB ^ bto 6 ^ ( 1 ) % 

?n:+K fETtt ^ t I 

^tTt iit: ^^sftq- RW< % ^ lTTt^ BT % BTHTI^ ^ VRl^d-Tr t 

^r '(j1^ Jr bt ^fftwR <trF^ bb ftri^rwr Ppit 

1 1 

BB: 'd'Ki Bit yIH 6 ^ 'iHtiiFi ( 1 ) STTT M'^rl ilF^d BT SPBtB 

gtT BFBiK tTdT^SRT TtfBT Wt | W ^Tfe^dl % STJ^^'t Jf 

IqPlfqtxi vJBd Jf TBBtB BTT *9fw'6K BT^B HT?B % BBtBR % 1%!^ tKl 

fSpBT ^sitbt I ’srtr ^ anj ^t bbuttt (4) im bbti kiI^bIi' bb BBtr BR^t 
51^ %BftB BTBBT fJr^ ^ BBB BfBBt ^ TBBfB BB ^rfEBBT BTB^R Jf 

^ % BBR ^ *rtT BTl'fd'Bi % ’BFltB Jf, BBt fBBBBt % ^ ’FB Jf, W 

BtBm % BBBBIB W BlftiT Bit ftBT 1 

fwr % q; 3ft (3 2) % fBt BBBT % mf Rt ( 113) BB? BITB HTI[B fBOTBT 


TTBB — 


fsfHT—Jr^BTBT 

di';j‘Til—BBBrt 


BtB 


|B2R 

BET 

'ftBTK 

wi^Bycr 

78/9 

0 

4 

75 


83 

0 

4 

75 


78/9 

0 

17 

29 


[?fo 20/3/67-3ITfoBto?fto/%BT] 


BBO WIO 3679;—BB: Bftf^B, IWI (^ % ^BtB <4? bFBBBT BB ^TBB) 
WPbFbBB, 196 2"( 1962BB 5o)B?r BTTT 3«PtTBBTO ( l) % 3PftB BRB EBBBT % 
ftTBBBflT WTB BBTBR B^t wfBg;TBr BBoBflo 4321dTft<?r 25-11-68 BTTT 

BTBBT % BB BrnrgjBBT Ir Jf WbFb'^ ^ ;3BBtB bFbBIR Bit BT^ 

^BVff Bit RBtBTB ^ Brf%B BRJT BB 3TBBT STTibB BtfBW BR | I 
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sfksra; ^ ^ ^ srirr e'lfl'^swCT (i) % srsft^ ?rT»(rrT 

’Trt fTTt# ^ I I 

Sfk irt; ?n3FrT ^ ^ ^ % trie; w tif^rg^r ?!* 

Jr ^rfsiTr ^ *p 7 f¥?nm fw 11 

m, ^ ^rftrfnirJT ^ mrr e ^ (i) srirr !pr spi>r 

fiT %;5tq' ?r!TFrT Pcnr^aTO ^FTcft' ^ ft? ^ srft^frr ?r ftftrfsr^ 

^ Jr ^>T »PT ?rftTK TT^ :=rr^ ^ jr^iftpr t ftn^ iTcr^Ttr wftr^ Fw 

sngr | ^ ^rm ^ ^jr^rrcr ( 4 ) sm JRa" iirFT3iTf ^in- sftft 

^ fr I f^: T^ra' ^ ■w ifHTrc-;. ?rT»irr?; Jr ft%r ?ft ^ ^t^tr 
*iV»: ^ri^ft^ Jhr Jr, ftr^mf Jr jjw Jr, % si^r^et «ift w arfftr 

IftT I 


fTIT^fW 42 Jr^^tTB- 7 13 ^ R^tr HER fJtW^Tr 


■<C»ar— — ^Jiji Aid f^THT—^T*fV RT —*rMV fRT 


nft 

pferHEW 


IiTT 

'ft WT 


1011/3 

0 

7 

38 


1011 / 2/2 

0 

2 

42 


1011/1 

0 

15 

66 


1017/m 

0 

11 

83 


1017/1 ^ 

0 

16 

59 


1039 

0 

18 

71 


1040 

0 

7 

68 


1056/2 

0 

8 

29 


1036/ 1 

0 

9 

51 


1073 

0 

19 

73 


1111 

0 

9 

81 


5 ft 0 3fVo i]fg' 7 ^ ^»|| fftjJT 68 ar 11*4 HTR F^iUmi 



1107 

0 

11 

13 


1108 

0 

3 

04 


1104 

b 

3 

04 


1102/1 

0 

4 

^5 


1150/5 

0 

21 

3^ 


1 150/2 ?r«rr 3 

0 

9 

81 
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HT^ 

H^s^^^' HWT 


WIT 

ift HR 


1177 

0 

27 

92 


1178 

0 

29 

74 


1222/1 

0 

5 

46 


1221 

0 

30 

63 


1215/6 

0 

8 

29 


1215/3 

0 

17 

07 


1215/4 

0 

1 

00 


1215 / 1/2 

0 

1 

00 

Ht ^ iTH 7 ?r hf qT?q Hr^or ?flR fni 99 htt 

107 ^ Fh 

T HT^H 






'3H7Hq 

. . 1107 
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5^1 1 5 ^ 5ft ^ i^g 7 aq: WT 5Tr^ fHEFTl 
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3 
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3 

4 
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43 


(Eo 20/3/67-5TTfo !fto ?fto / 

^To UTo 3 6S0—^ ^WFT % ’HfERTR: ^ 
^rfiarfH^, 1902 ( 19G2 50) 9TO 3 # ^WTO ( l) % WTOf ^R^FK ^ 

^MwT sfK ■RITIR IRTT^ ^ !lTo Ho 43 23 Hlfra’ 2(;-ll-C8 JKT 

E ^ HH ^ ^ % Hq-HtH ^ HftPFR "Ft 

qRH HTFlf ^ % SRtHH % Tm, ^ HqHT HtfHH "tR fijiTT | 1 

O^^WTT ( 1 ) Il<«bR 

*F> ftnYf t !fr I I 

HWi: ^ Ti: fWK % 'RHT?j; w ^ ^HPPH 

'(jfWf 

HH- HfsrfHHH ^ FTRT 0 ^ HTHRT ( 1) URT VI1^ ’FT TPTET ^R^ 
glT H73FT7: ti?n;^S3TT HlftH 'FTHt I f% ^T HFFH 

'd'Kl VjfinTt if H'EftH ’FT 'trTu’FTT 41^9 HT^'T % TTHl'llF ^ fim srfoIH 

%1TT HTHT I ?flF HH GRT ^ HqETTT ( 4) ffTTT VTpRPl'^ ^FT HHlH ^7,^ |TT 
HT^FRf^ ir iFT FrftmT HmrJr 

ifk sTTirf^ HTHtn ir, HvfrftFiHrff^ijqH^qt wq>mT%q’FivH ’i?V’?H 
?rrftw qit f^fstd ^FTI 
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(^f?rWT72 ^ III^TTTT^mfTfirSTJTT) 


^>111.1 d firin’ 

JrprFTT 



»t|tT 

?r^«fTir EW 


WTT 

"tv *TTT 


189 

0 

4 

05 


1 56 

0 

4 

30 


l88/l 

0 

1 

01 


150 

0 

4 

55 


:^Vo cH-o 

0 

2 

70 


145/1 

0 

8 

18 


1 44 
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30 


145/2 

0 

2 

98 


145/3 

0 

2 

70 


143 

0 

14 

■ 20 


131 
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4 

73 


133/1 "I 





133/2 J 



U1 


134 

0 

11 

33 
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0 

4 

55 


(^rnwr wr^fr^ftr^rfTT ) 


*FTFTT 

16 O 8/2 

0 

4 

73 


16 O 8/2 

0 

7 

08 


1628/1 q 

0 

7 

08 


1608/1 

0 

11 

00 


1626/2 

0 

92 

27 


1625 

0 

2 

02 


1627 

0 

S 

61 


1624 

0 

3 

55 


1627 

0 

2 

33 


1622 

0 

13 

09 

?iwp?5Tr 

. 99/1 

0 

1 

88 


100 

0 

2 

02 


28/2/G8-Sprfo5fto?fto/^^] 
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7 1969 

Wo Wo 3681 ;—insTT ^ $ ft; 

t ft; »ppcrcr ttw % wfftr ^ mot Jr «3T5 ;t ^ fwt h©it ^ 62 Jr W itott % 

49TP 'Tjtftrrr % 'TTtTJT % fttrr ^ T«TT jtT JITT ftpmS 

srpft =^TftiT satr fareft % ffTtsu % ftirr (TTfllT^ ^ 

3t ^qriTT !frr irfgaj-n; ^tttt wtwp ^ : 

tt; ?r^, q?rftpTT (^ Jr Tcraft t ^rfsmr tt nrfiJftTT, 

1962 { 1962 W so) "ft OTTl 3 ^ 3'TErTTr( l) SHTRTT ^ftrff W !TTtT ^ ^ 
T?3TT % TFTt TTTft TT ^tftrWT ?rfTT ^ W ?rraT ^T^STO ^'tftr ftnil 11 

3. ;3TO wfti Jf ftctrs ^ ®TftT, TB Tfr % qWiTTOT ftsTT ftrt^ bt^i 

Bsm srrfttwfr, ^ q'rr ftrNB itiunTtT) 

Bfrenfr W? B o 27 TRT 5 ^ T^BTT ¥ 7111, B^-4 ^ ^ BftigW ^ 

2lft^% :iftT3:^B%TT I ^BTBWi'fPi:^^TTT5T3!TftTfTfT'?';iT: WR 

^BI ft WT TT^ ^ ft Tiftt BiBBI^ s^ftTB: BT ftrft ftft ^BBBTBt BTO^ I 

% 621 % 49 5rf; (Jr 'pbttt bttb) bt?btt?^b Ttort 


TFBB ’J3RR, 

ftm 

Jr^BRT 

BRpB 


bR 

bbb;>t bbbt 


BIT 

q>BR 

BraTBJTT 

, 100 

0 

12 

64 


[Bo 29/5/68-BTfo Bto ?fto / ItBT ( l)] 
WoBTo 3 6 82:—BT: %BfR BT«FR B? B^fR ^RT ^ ft Bft %r if 

btbbbb; t ft; ’T'sfTrT trb % tjRRr ^ Jf otetb ?bb f^t bbbt % 62 ir ;jfr ^ 

qB 5 bb; ^^BB^Bftr^B^ftq bt^bbt^b ^ bbt 5rr%:fTB;BT sriBRaRi 

srY?: jR farar% % bbIbb %ftq qBjrnra ii' qftiT qft 

^ ttbR iaftr brbt !)ibbb!p t ; 

5|T; ?IB, BjtftrBB 'TT^BR it BBBR % ^ffsBpTT W ?f:^T) ?iMbBB, 
1 962 ( 1 962 W so) BlTT 3 ^ ;3BaTTr (l)lRr 5RT BfRlff W 
STbR gq %TfrB 17BB;R ^ TTBR "frl wftiT w WBTT UTRTT 

q^ftrm RfR ftm | i 
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3. ^ 8 T%, vjTit % 

srrfq^rrft-, ?fV trir B«rr wfiro ?iEftT) % % 

Tfrartfl' ^0 27, B«fn: JTT ■^3', q-WIT % TTB Bd*rT-4 

^ Brflu B 2 1 % vftBT TT: B%BT I ^BI BlSffT 'fT^T BiBT ^ ®Tfw 

'ft % W Bf Bf BTfBT t Tb? BB# ^BBT^ sbTbBB: BT f^BT f^ftr sBBBPft 

BfV BTOT I 


% 62 ^ BB- 5 BB> BITT BT?B fflWi'iT 


Tm 

BB^TB ftrBT 

ftfBIBT 

BP^BT 


BtB 

B5BT 


BK 

ift. BR 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

WTTB 

356 

0 

1 1 

36 


355 

0 

5 

40 


354 

0 

18 

72 


353 

0 

22 

9 6 


!ft. tft. «PTB fip 

0 

1 

36 


3 22 

0 

37 

80 


323 

0 

2 

60 


324 

0 

0 

70 


325 

0 

1 

00 


314 

0 

14 

60 


313 

0 

26 

60 


312 

0 

6 

92 


310 

0 

7 

99 
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0 

3 

oc 


308 

0 

3 

48 


674/2 

0 

0 

75 


682 

0 

1 

20 


68 3 

0 

1 

00 

BTBBBTrtft . 

146 

0 

24 

00 


I 47 

0 

1 5 

70 


151 

0 

16 

00 


1 SO 

0 

1 2 

20 


'ft. ^«p 

0 

1 

50 


138 

0 

28 

50 
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4 

85 

wqq ?qrifl- . 

. 224 

0 

21 

10 


^fl•. 'ft. qjrf 

0 

0 

68 


225 
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24 
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[?it> 2 9/5/68-flrfo Sfto 


Wo Wo ?ro 3683 ;—wr :btwt ^ wilw ?ldi ^ fr if 

^ ^pjfTRr TTW ^ wfr^T ^ ^ ’ifWlET 'TT?'T3' ^ ^fto^tol^o ^ T^tfww % 

qfi:^ % fwT qr^wT^ sflr ^ wq^ ikt arpff ^ 

qft fTOT% % sEitwT % Jr ^ Jr w srfawT 

«rf^ qriTTT WWWP ^ : 

WT; ^ 'inqlq % ^rfffWT W 'h 4'1 ) TTftfww, 

1962 ( 1962 w 50 ) q?r srm 3^iwnxT (i) am wTiwif wsnfrq 

^rrwT Jr TEfFr q^r ^rfkqJir w wm wm nvi'^aiTr wtfwr 

fWTT ^ I 


3. Jr qJr^ wftRT, ^ qiSH^iid 

W#T, B'efTB' wftrwfr, ?fr CTOS i:^ (^ fPqT WS^fJlT % Wcftq') % WCTf^Tq, 

% qfirsrffr ?N' *to 27, ^+<573 'dr, q'^wr ^ tht, qft w sTfir- 

^[WTT qJt dT'Owi Jr 2 1 ^ '»TtWT qr?; ^T^PTT I ^ WWT qrc^ WW ^ 5irf«Rr ftrPrfqKsq: 

375 »ft ^rwr qr^ qqr q^ q? wi?rr | % ^wqSt jqlww; ?)■ m fwfr fqfa 
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[E'o 29/5/68-»rrfo Wto ^oj^x] 
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2 1 ^5rit, 1969 
wfo 36 84.—Kin:^ ?rwrT ^ 

^TMT 29/5/68-Wr|. Wt. 5-6-1969 %, ^TFJjfr ?fWr 2256 

mT?T% «TFr (II), >^-3 (II) feliT 14-6-69 ^ 

gm err, 'jcj 2407 tt,"%- 62t ^■-29 *hH+dT ^rr^) qi^i 
f«IK ^ %-62 ^ %-49 (Jr^T 'PTfJT WT?^) qi^T 5Tr^ fTOl%" q%J I 

[?fo 29( 5)/68-?TT^0 wto ^o/5nm^»T ?l1w) 

tjjTo 1^0 snwK Trq', 1 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM & CHEMICALS AND MINES & METALS 
(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 26th August 1969 

S.O. 3685.—Whereas It appears to the Central Government that It Is neces¬ 
sary in the pulblic interest that for the transport of Petroleum from the drill sites 
well No. Sanand 14(SL) to Well No. 15 (ST) in the Kalol Oil Field, In Gujarat 
State, Pipelines should be laid by the Oil and Natural Gas Commission and that 
for the purpose of laying such Hpelines it is necessary to acquire the Right of 
User in the land described in the schedule annexed thereto. 

2. Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (1) of 
the Section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its Intention to 
acquire the right of user therein. 

3. Any person Interested In the said land may, within 21 days from the date 
of this notification object to the laying of the pipelines under the land to the 
Competent Authority, at Western Region, Shed No, 27, Makarpura Road, Near 
Central Workshop, Baroda 4, In the Office of the C and M Division (Oil and Natu¬ 
ral Gas Commission), Baroda. Every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard In person or by a legal practi¬ 
tioner. 


Schedule 

Laying pipeline from Sanand Well No. I 4 (SL) to Well No. 15 (ST) 


STATE ; Gujarat 

DiST : Mahs.\na 

Tal ; 

: Kalol 


Village 

S.No. 

Hectare 

Are. 

P.Are. 

Jethala) . 

■ 4S7/i\ . . , , 

457/2/ 

0 

10 

32 

91 

456. 

0 

0 

50 

11 

455 . 

0 

7 

38 

11 

449 "I 

448/ 

0 

12 

44 


450. 

0 

I 

81 

11 

Village Panchayat ca-t track. 

0 

00 

90 

If 

444 . 

0 

I 

00 

11 

433 . 

0 

15 

4* 

11 

438/3. 

0 

2 

82 
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Villose 


S. No. 


Hjetara Are. P. Are. 


Jethalai 

438/iA 4 
438/iB J- 
438/iC J 

* 




0 

7 

60 


437 /-Z ■ 





0 

I 

II 


430 





0 

8 

4 


431 





0 

5 

86 


376 





0 

0 

30 

3 > 

373 





0 

10 

14 


374/1 \ 
374/2/ 





0 

3 

74 


[No. 2 O/ 3 / 07 -IOC/Lab. and Legls.] 

(Department of Mines and Metals) 

ERRATUM 

New Delhi, the 30 th August 1969 

S.O. 3686 ._In the erratum of the Government of India In the Ministry of Petro¬ 

leum' and Chemicals and Mines and Metals, (Department of Mines & Metals) No. 
S O- 1599 dated the 24 th April, 1989 published in Part II, Section 3 , Sub-section ( 11 ) 
of the Gazette of India dated the 3 rd May, 1969 . at page— 1544 —in line- 5 , for 
*‘ 3 . 0 . 2932 ” read "S O- 2832 ”. 

(No. C 2 - 22 ( 3 )/ 67 .] 
M. S. K. RAMASWAMI, Dy. Secy- 


MINISTRY OY FOREIGN TRADE AND SUPPLY 
(Departnient of Supply) 

Nevi Delhi, the 2ith August 1969 

S.O. 3S37.—In pirsuaace of the provisions of Rule 45 of the Fundamental Rules, the President 
hereby makes the following rules to amend the Directorate Gweral of Supplies and Disposals (Allot¬ 
ment of Government residences for employees of Inspection Offices at Tatanagar, Jamshedpur, 
Burnpur and Kulti) Rules, 1966, namely ;— 

(1) These rules may be called the Directorate General of Supplies and Disposals (Allot¬ 
ment of Government residences of employees of Inspection Offices at Tatanagar, 
Jamshedpur, Burnpur anl Kulti) Amendment Rules, 1969, 

(2) They shall come into force with effect from the ist September, 1969. 

2. In the Directorate General of Supplies and Disposals a(A'Iotircnt of Covtrnirtnt 
residences for emp'oyces of Inspection Offices at Tatanegtr, Jemshedpur, Burnpur end Kult"' 
Rules, 1966 for the Table occuring below sub-rule (2) of the rules under “S. R. 3 i 7 -R- 5 ‘-Class' 
■fication of residences” the following Table shall be substituted namely :— 


Type of Emolumjn'ts of officers as on the first day Old rates 

Residence of the allotment year in which the allot¬ 
ment is made. 


(I) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 


■ 


I 

Less than Rk. 175/- • 

, . Less than Rs, iro/- 



11 

from Rs. 175/-to Rs. 349/' 

, Less than Rs. 25O;- but 

ITO/- 

rot 

less tl ar 


in 

from Rs. 350/- to Rs. 499/- 

. Less than Rs. 4C0/- but 
250/- 

rot 

less than 

Rs. 

IV 

from Rs. 500/- to Rs. 799/- 

. Ltfss than Rs. vco/- blut 
400/- 

ret 

less tbar 
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1 

2 

3 

V 

from Rs.Soo/-to 1299/“ . 

Less than Rs. 13CO/- but r.ot less than Rs 
700/* 

VI 

from R 8 .i 3 oo/-t 0 Rs. 2249/- . 

Less than Rs. 22«c/- but r.ot less than Rc* 
1300/- 

VII 

Ri. 2250/“ and above . . . 

Rs. 2250/- end above. 


[No.57(i)/6s-E.S.n] 
V. RADHAKRISHN/.N, Under Secy 


fuifl-wnRIT ?I*n 

(^f?T ftwm) 

^ 28 ?nrRr» i969 

ijRo ift«3 688:-i]Tni;?r ir 

RjrM’Rn^nr (sr^mr, rnrr % ^^4- 

srf^ % sn^) finm leae % ftnr 

(dHfVifiaff HTmH ;— 

1. (i) ?r g;i% ifk (HTsPr>r<, ^a p r iit ^c , 

!r<rr % *p4’«n1^ % 'm*froli 

VT wuRsr) 1969 arr i 

(2) ^ fBdMT, 1909 ^ ?IP]; RT^ I 


2. g;f% RIT PR'l^d R^rfR^RTRR (2T3Pm, ^TRVl^p, snfjT: RRT fe^V % fR'ClWr 

% ^I^^RTfTRf % RT^ RTRTRf’TT WrtSR) 1 909 St "itRo trRo 


3 1 y-RTT-S-RTRTRt WH RfffTTR” % R^ RTT fRRRt ^ RR-f^ ( 2 ) % ^ <V Jlf 

Rmt % PURrMfOrf RTRift MPdRRlfMR RTW RRfg : — 

RT^IR P*rR RTRHR PhRI RRT RR % 

TT JI’PTT RRR Rft RftPfRPt "lit RRRptBRT 

(2T^) 


(>) (^) 

( 3 ) 

I 17 5 TiRT^ RRT . 

110 RR^^ ?r JPR 1 

II 175 34B'W^RT . 

250 RRT no ^RTJ ^ 

RRI R ^ 1 

in 350 499 W^ RRT . 

400 ^ TR Rt?5 250 IPTO 

RRT R ||t 1 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

IV 

500. 

700 % Jp:!! 'TT^ 400 % 

^ 51 ^ 1 

V 

aOOWT^ 1299^fWT 

1300 W[ % ’fW 700 ^ 

’FT 5T 1 

VI 

1300 2249 

. 2250 WT % ^ >TT55 1300 % 

•PR T ?r 1 

VII 

2250 . 

. 2250 ^ mK 1 


[Ro 57/l/t9-F«imr-2] 


-mrppCTm, \ 


(Department of Foreign Trade) 

New Delhi the 29th August 1909 

8,0. 3«89.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (i) of sub-section 
(3) of section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act. 1948 (01 of 1948) toe Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby nominates the Director of Industries, Government of Hirrachal 
Pradesh, Simla to be a member of the Central Silk Board in place of Shrl P K 
Mattoo and makes the following further amendment in the noUhcatlon of ’ the 
Government of India in the Ministry Qf Commerce No. S.O. 2260 dated the 28th 
June, 1967, namely:— 


In the said notification, for the entry against serial number 30. the followlnx 
entry shall be substituted, namely;—- 

"30. The Director Of Industries, Government of Himachal Pradesh, Simla.”' 

[No. r. 22/l/67-Tex(F).] 
DAUXAT BAM, Under Secy- 


(Department of Foreign Trade) 


Tea Costhol 

New Delhi, the 30th August 1909 

exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of the Tea Act, 1963: 
(29 of 1963). read with rules 4 and 5 of the Tea Rules, 1954, the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby appoints (1) Secretary to Government, Industries Department, TamO- 
nadu and (2) Shri N. Bhagwandas as members of the Tea Board until the 31st 
March, 1972 and makes the following amendment in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India In the Ministry of Foreign Trade and Supply (Department of 
Foreign Trade) No. S-O. 1498. dated the 17th April. 1969 published in the Gazette 
of India Extraordinary, namely; — 

In the said notification, 


(a) after entry 3, the following entry shall be Inserted, namely; — 

‘‘.3A, The Secretary to Government, Industries - Department. Tamllnadu, 
Madras iex-offlcio)”-, 

(b) after entry 16, the following entry shall be inserted, namely: — 

"16A. Shrl N. Bhagwandas, Managing Partner, Ben Gorm, NUglrl Plan¬ 
tations Co., HuHcal P.O. South India”. 


[No. 7(l)Plant(A)/69.J 
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TIubber Control 
New Delhi the 30tb Auaust, 1969 

S.O. 3691,—Shri T. V, Joseph, Secretary, Rubber Board, Kottayam, Kerala, is 
granted earned leave for 27 days with effect from 3rd February, 1969, to 1st March, 
1969, (both days Inclusive) with permission to suffix the 2nd March, 1969 (Sunday) 
to his leave and also earned leave for 10 days with effect from the 14th August, 
1969, with permission to prefix 13th August, 1969 and suffix the holidays on the 
24th to 28th August, 1969. 

2. In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 6A of the Rubber Act, 1947 (24 of 
1947), Shrl K, V. Chacko, Finance and Accounts Officer In the Rubber Board, 
Kottayam, Is hereby appointed to bold additional charge of the post of Secretary, 
Rubber Board, in addition to his own duties, during the period of leave of Shri 
T. V. Joseph. 

[No. F. 21(19)Plant(B)/67.] 


New Delhi the 2nd September 1989 

S.O. 3693.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub-section (i) 
•of swtion 9 of the Tea Act, 1953 (29 of 1953) the Central Government hereby 
appoints until further orders Shri P. V. iRamaswamy. a Selection Grade Officer of 
the Central Secretariat Service as Secretary, Tea Board with effect from the fore¬ 
noon of 29th July, 1909, vice Shri S. S. Nandkeolyar. 


[No. 5(27)-Plant(A)/69.] 
M. L. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 16th August 1969 

S.O. 3693._A licence No. P/SS/156581S, dated 28th May, 1(68 of the value of 

■Rs ioboO' for import of Polyethlenc Moulding Power High Density, Poly- 
styrenk C.A.B. Moulding Power, Polyvinyl Formal and Polyvimyl Acetol. etc., 
was issued to Messrs. Satya Plastic Products, Industrial Estate, Vidisha, Madhya 
Pradesh subject to the conditions as under;— 

“This licence is issued subject to the condition that all the Items of goods 
imported under it shall be used only in the licence holder’s factory 
at address shown in the Essentiality Certificate issued by the recom¬ 
mending authority, against which the licence Is issued and no portion 
thereof will be utilised by the licensee for a Unit/purposo other than 
the one for which the licence In question is issued, or will be sold 
or be permitted to be utilised by any other party.” 

2 Thereafter, a Show Cause Notice No. l/79/69/AU/Enf./8914, dated 23th May, 
1969 was Issued asking them to show cause within 16 days as to why in terms 
<3f Clause 9, sub-clause (cc) the said licence in their favour should not toe can¬ 
celled on th’e ground that the firm has not made any progress towards establish, 
anent of industry. 

3 In response to the aforesaid Show Cause Notice, Messrs Satya Plastic 
Products Vidisha, Madhya Pradesh had, by their letter No. SPP/l/e9, dated the 
11th June, 1969 have stated that the captioned licence is not received by them 
and they have no objection for concellation of the said licence. 

4 The undersigned has carefully examined the said representation and has 
come to the conclusion that the aforesaid licence will not serve the purpose for 
which it has been granted. 

6 Having regard to what has been stated in the preceding paragraph, the 
undersigned is satisfied that the licence In question should be cancelled or other¬ 
wise rendered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in exercise of the powers 
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vested in him under Clause 9 sub-clause (cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 
1955 hereiby cancels the licence No, P/SS/15e5818, dated 28th May, 1968 for 
Hs, 10,000 issued in favour of Messrs Satya Plastic Products, Vidisha, Madhya 
Pradesh. 

[No. 1/79/69/AU/Enf.J 
I. R. KAKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 


(OfBce of thie Deputy Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDERS 

Kanpur, the 18th August 1969 

—The following licence was issued to M/s. B. R. Circles and Sheet 
Manufacturers, Bhatti Street Moradabad:— 

P/SS/1022780 dated the 13th December, 1967 for Rs. 7,712 for import of Ger¬ 
man Silver Scrap and Brass Scrap. 

Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf. l(176)/1968/KQn dated the 25th Nov¬ 
ember, 1968 was issued asking them to show cause within 10 days of the leceipt 
of notice as to why the said licence should not be cancelled for the reason that 
the firm has since dissolved and has ceased functioning since July, 1968. 

In response to the aforesaid .show cause notice M/s. B, R. Circles and Sheet 
Manufacturers Bhatti Street Moradabad, could not show any valid reasons against 
the proposed cancellation as per their reply vide letter dated 5th December, 1968. 

Having regard to what has been stated in the preceding paragraph, the 
under,signed is satisfied that the said licence in question should be cancelled or 
otherwise rendered in-effective. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of 
powers vested in him under clause 9 of the Import (Control) Orders, 1955 hereby 
cancells the licence No. P/SS/1622780 dated 13th December, 1967 issued in favour 
of M/s, B, R. Circles and Sheet Manufacturers, Bhatti Street, Moradabad. 

[No. ENF.l(175)/196&/KAN/3586.]; 

Kanpur, the 1st September 1969 

8.0. 3695.—The following import licences were issued in favour of M/s. Dhatu 
Kala Udyog Sahkari Samiti Ltd. Adityanagar, P. O. Sunderpur, District, Vara- 
na.si;—, 

(i) P/SS/1581639 dated 10th February, 1967 for Rs. 13680 1 for the import 

(ii) P/SS/1623594 dated 4th March, 1968 for Rs. 10000 - of German 

(hi) P/SS/1623593 dated 4th March, 1968 for Rs. 3680 J Silver Scrap 

Thereafter a show cause notice No. ENF.1(217)/1969/KAN, dated the 13th 
June, 1969 was issued asking them to show cause within 10 (Ten) days of the date 
of receipt of the said notice as to why the said licences in their favour should 
not be cancelled on the ground that they have misutilised the imported goods in 
terms of clause 9'(cc) of the Import (Control) Order, 1955 as amended. 

The stipulated period of 10 days is over and the party has not come forward 
with any explanation so far. The show cause notice was delivered to them on 
20th June, 1969 as per acknowledgement on records shows. 

The undersigned has carefully examined the case and has come to the conclu¬ 
sion that the party has no defence to urge and have avoided a reply. 

Having regard to what has been stated in the preceding paragraph the under¬ 
signed is satisfied that the licences in question should he cancelled or otherwise 
rendered ineffective. Therefore the undersigned In exercise of powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub clause (cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 here¬ 
by cancels the licences Issued In favour of M/s. Dhatu Kala Udyog Sahkari 
Samltl Ltd., Adityanagar, P. O. Sunderpur, District Varanasi, Nos. P/^/1581639 
dated 10 th February, 1967, P/SS/1623594 and P/SS/1623595 both dated 4th March, 
1968, 

[No. ENF.I(217)/1069/KAN/25a8,l 
O. N. ANAND, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 
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(Office of the Joint Chief Cont:-oller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

C(ilcutta, the 30th August 1909 

S.O. 3696.—An Actual Users licence No. P/SS/1629903/C/XX/29C/27 dated 6th 
December, 1968 of the value of Rs. 4,119/- for Inmort of Aromatic Chemicals, N.E. 
Oil & Broken Coral Reeds was issued to M/s. Sadhana Industries, 123, Balaram 
Dey Street, Calcutta-6 and 16, Cosslpore Road, Calcutta-2. 

2. Thereafter, a show cause notice No. 76/69/E&Li dated 7th May, 1969 was 
issued saking them, to show cause within 16 days as to why the said licence in 
"their favour should not be cancelled on the ground that their S.S.I. Registration 
Certificate number was cancelled by the Director of Industries, West Bengal in 
terms of Clause 9, sub-clause (cc). 

3, In response to the aforesaid show cause notice. M/e. Sadhana Industries had, 
'by their letter dated 2l3t May 1969 & 6th June 1909 furnished a detailed explana¬ 
tion and had also asked for personal hearing with the undersigned which was 
nUowed to their representative on 5th July 1969. Intimation regarding grant of 
personal interview was returned to this office undelivered by the Postal authority 
with the remark “not claimed”. In their said reply the firm contended that they 
'have approached the Director of Industries for renewal of the S.S.I. Registration 
number. 

4, The undersigned has carefully examined the said representation and has 
•come to the conclusion that the licence will not serve the purpose for which it 
was granted. 

5. Having regard to what has been stated In the preceding paragraph, the 
undersigned is satisfied that the licence in question should be cancellecf or other¬ 
wise rendered ineffective, Therfore, the undersigned, in exercise of the powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub clause (cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
■ihereby cancel the licence No. P/SS/1629903/C/XX/29/C/27 dated 6th December, 
1968 for Rs. 4119/- issued In favour of M/s. Sadhana Industries, 123, Balaram Dey 
'Street, Calcutta-0 and 16, Cosslpore Road, Calcutta-2. 

[No. 76/69/E&L.] 
M. S, PURI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 31st July 1969 


S.O. 3697.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 C14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the National 
Tndu.strlal Tribunal, Dhanbad In the Industrial dispute between the employers in. 
relation to the Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Bombay and their workmen which 
was received by the Central Government on the 19th July 1969, 


BEFORE THE NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section lO(lA) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

1947 

N. T. Reference No. 6 of 1967 

Parties: 

Management of the Indian Oil Corporation Ltd,, Bombay, 

And 

Their Workmen. 


"Present: 


Shri Kamla Sahai, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances ; 

Tor the Indian Oil Corporation —Shrl S. D. Vlmadalal, Barrister-at-Law, with 

S/Shrl V. Hv. Dhopeshwarkar, Deputy Manager, P&A, Aladi Subramanlam, 
Dy, Financial Controller and D. H. Pradhan, Personnel Officer (I.R.). 

Tor the Workmen —S|Shri V. K. Tembe, Advocate, Sarjotishi. M. B. Kulkarnl 
Shldore and Surve. 

State: Maharashtra. 


Calcutta, dated the 15th Jul]/, i960 


Industry: Oil. 
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AWARD 

By order No. 17/5/07/LRIII dated the 27th July, 1E67, the Central Government, 
In the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation, has referred for adju¬ 
dication to this Trilhimal a question which has been put in the schedule, alter cor¬ 
rection, as follows:— 

Schedule 

“Whether the workmen of the Indian Oil Corporation, Bombay, and all its 
branches are entitled to a higher bonus than 4 per cent for the year 
1966-W7 If BO, what should be the quantum of bonus for the said 
year? 

2, The Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., is a public sector Corporation. It is owned 
entirely by the Government of India. Its financial year begms from the 1st April 
of one year and ends on the Slst March of the next year. The Corporation’s 
predecessor concerns namely the Indian Oil Company Ltd., and the Indian Refi¬ 
neries Ltd., were both public sector undertakings of the Government of India. 
They were joined together and were Incorporated as the Indian OH Corporation 
Ltd., on or about the 1st September, 1964. The balancesheet and the profit and 
loss account of the Corporation are jointly audited by three different firms of 
Auditors viz.; (1) M/s. A. F. Fergusson & Co., Bombay, (2) M/s. P. N. Mitra & 
Co., Calcutta and (3) M/s. S. P. Chopra & Co., New Delhi. They are also liable 
to be examined tind audited by the Director of Commercial Audit under the 
Comptroller and Auditor General of India who has, under section 619(4) of the 
Indian Companies Act 1956 the “right to comment upon or supplement, the audit 
report in such manner as he thinks fit”. 

3, The question of bonus relates in this reference to the year 1965-66. At the 
end of the balancesheet and profit and loss account of that year, the auditors 
have given, besides their report, details of the allocation of work amongst the three 
firms of auditors as made under the directions of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General of India. The Director of Commercial Audit has then added his own 
comment! and remarks. The Chairman of the Corporation has thereafter merely 
said about them;—■ 

“The remarks are self explanatory and as such do not require any com¬ 
ments”. 

4, As to the quantum of bonus for the year 1966-66, the Corporation’s case is 
that, after careful consideration of the balancesheet and profit and loss account, 
it found that there was no available, much less allocable surplus, in that year 
but, on the contrary, there was a substantial deficit. ’The result was that it found 
that no bonus except the minimum bonus of 4 per cent t- ay able under section 10 
of the Payment o” T^’^us Act, 1965 was payable to tha workmen. Minimum 
bonus, based not on the quantum of profits made by the Corporation but on the 
minimum bonus laid down in section 10 of the Act was, therefore, paid to the 
workmen. Its case, therefore, is that no further bonus is payable. 

6. ’The Corporation has filed the balancesheet and profit and loss account for 
the year 1965-60 as well as those for other years. It has also filed an affidavit 
(Ext. M-l).gworn by Shri Alladi Subramanyam who presently holds the post of 
Deputy Financial Controller of the Indian Oil Corporation at Bombay. He has 
also stated that he was concerned with the finalisation of the accounts of the 
Corooration for the year ended 31st March 1966 as he was then holding the post 
of (jhief Accounts Officer of the Corporation. He is a qualified Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant, being an associate member of the Institute of Chartered Accountants of India 
from 1960 and also an associate member of the Institute of Cost and Works 
Accountants of India from 1965. Further, he is a Law Graduate, having passed 
the LLB Degree examination of the Osmania University in 1960, Shri Subramanyam 
has filed along with his affidavit annexures to explain several matters. He was 
examined on behalf of the management and has been cross-examined by Shri 
Tembe, the learned Advocate for the Federation l.e. the only contesting union. 

6. Apart from other documents, the Corporation has filed Ext. Con. M-1 and 
Ext. Con. M-2 which are assessment orders respectively of the Income Tax Officer 
relating to the Indian Oil Corporation for the assessment'years 1965-00 and 1960- 
67. 


7. ’The 'Only union which appeared and contested the reference at the hearing 
was the National Federation of Petroleum Workers (India) on beha’f of the work¬ 
men represented by It, ’This Federation has stated in its written statement that 
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the Corporation has already paid a bonus for the year 1G65-60 at the rate of 4 per 
cent of the emoluments of the workmen but it has givejr its opinion to the effect 
that a “larger quantum of bonus is due to the workmen on the basis of the formula 
laid down In the Payment of Bonus Act”. It has further stated that, in the profit 
and loss account for the year 1965-66, the company has debited a sum of 
Rs. 4,37,14,873 as loss on devaluation. It has then submitted that ,since tho 
devaluation was introduced on the 6th June, 1968, any loss or profit on account 
of devaluation could not be shown In the profit and loss account or balancesheet 
of the conipany for the year 1065-66. The fact that the Corporation has shown 
loss on account of that devaluation means that it has not revealed” a true and 
fair picture od the profit and of the financial position of the company as on 31st 
March. 1966”. The Federation has further stated that it will file an application 
under section 23 of the Payment of Bonus Act, challenging the accurracy of the 
profit and loss account and balancesheet of the company and will also ask for 
clarifications. In paragraph 4, it has stated that the Corporation is liable to pay 
the maximum quantum of bonus to the workmen under the Payment of Bonus 
Act. It has also said that it will submit Its computation for bonus later. 


8. In view of the wording of the schedule to the reference, the first question 
which arises for consideration in this case is whether bonus at a rate higher than 
4 per cent is paya^ble for the year 1965'66. It is only If the answer to this questloiv 
is in the affirmative that this Tribunal is further required to ascertain the exact 
quantum of bonus payable for that year. 


9. Shri V. K. Tembe did not make any attempt at the hearing to show that the 
corporation made any profit higher than that shown in the balancesheet and profit 
and loss account. The main point which he argued and stressed was that tho 
corporation could only show in the balance-sheet for 1965-66 the profit ipade and 
loss incurred by the corporation in that financial year, According to him, the loss of 
Rs. 4,37,14,873 said to have been incurred by the Corporation on account of 
devaluation of the Indian rupee which came into effect on the 6th June, 1960 could 
not be taken into account in the toancial year 1965-66. 

10. On the other hand, the case put forward by Shrl Subramanvam in hlS' 
affidavit Is that ordinarily, a normal credit period of 120 to 180 days from the date' 
of the bill of lading is allowed under the agreements between the corporation 
and its foreign suppliers. He has affirmed that the loss of Rs. 4,20,19,750 on ac¬ 
count of devaluation was computed in respect of purchases of goods made by the- 
Corporation on or before the 31st March, 1966; the purchase prices on which re¬ 
mained unpard until the date of devaluation i.e. 6th June 1966 because of the 
credit period allowed to the corporation. He has also said that “most of the goods 
were sold before the devaluation dale, and, therefore, the liability to pay this 
additional amount was actually incurred and wa.s rightly debited against the pur¬ 
chases which were entered into the Corporation’s books before the 31st March, 

1966.”. The accounts of the Cornoration for the year ended 

31st March 1968 had not been made up. T^e accounts for that yere were closed 
on or about the 4th October, 1966. The Director’s report on the accounts is dated 
the 26th October, 1960. According to him:— 

“The treatment accorded by the Corporation in respect of the loss on de¬ 
valuation is also in conformity with the accounting recommendations 
of the Institute of Chartered Accountants of India'’. 


He has then quoted the remarks of the Institute which are as follows:— 
“Accounts with financial years ending prior to 0th June, 1960. 

2.1. Where the accounts of an enterprise are closed on a date prior to 6th June. 
1066, but the auditor reports thereon subsequent to that date, the question arise® 
whether it is necessary to include in the accounts or in the auditor's report any 
reference to the fact of devaluation and its effects upon the accounts of the Com¬ 
pany. It is accepted In connection with certain matters that events occurring after 
the balance-sheet date may be of such a nature that they would have to be taken 
into account in order to show a true and fair view. The council is, therefore, of 
the opinion that it is the duty of the Directors of a company to disclose by way 
of a note on the accounts the effect, if material, of devaluation upon the accountsi 
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of the company and in particular about the extent to which the outstanding liabi¬ 
lities may be increased as a result of devvaluation and its eilect upon the profit or 
loss of a company, Such a note may take the following form; 

“As, a result of the devaluation of the rupee after the close of the account¬ 
ing year, the additional rupee cost of meeting outstanding liabilities 
in foreign currencies for which no provision has been made in the 


accounts, amounted to; 


Secured Loans 

Rs. 

Unsecured Loans 

Rs. 

Current liabilities and provisions 

Rs. 


In cases where the amount cannot be ascertained with accuracy on approxi¬ 
mate amount should be stated. The auditor’.s statutory report should be signed 
subject to the note on the accounts. 

2.2. While this is the recommended procedure, it is permissible for a company to 
include the elTects of devaluation in its accounts ending on a date prior to 6th 
June. 1966. It would be desirable to make appropriate disclosure of the effect of 
such inclusion on the true and fair view of the results for the year and the posi¬ 
tion as at the Balance-sheet date m the accounts or in any notes thcieon”. 

11, Thereatter Shri Subramanyam ha.-, stated in his affidavit that the sum of 
R.s. 10,95,123 relates to outstanding creditors for demurrages, etc. Thus he has 
accounted for the entire sum of Rs. 4,37,14,873. 

12. Shri Tembc has argued that the corporation should not have followed a 
procedure which is, at best, according to the Institute of Chartered Accountants 
of India, only, “permissible”. The point which he ha.s made is that although this 
procedure may he permissible, it is not warranted under the Company law be¬ 
cause, under that law, the profit or loss accruing after the end of the financial 
^ear for which the balanccsheel is prepared, cannot be included. It cannot be 
gams-aid however, that the remarks ol the Institute of Chartered Accountants of 
India as quoted by Shri Subramanyam were drawn up after the devaluation of 
the rupee, specificafiv to deal with the extraordinary situation created by it and 
they fully support the principle of accounting followed by the corporation. Be¬ 
sides, it cannot posslbiy be a.sserted that the eilect of devalu.ition of the Indian 
currency upon the finance of the Coipuratioii ciftremely important as it was, need 
not have been disclosed by it in its balance-sheet or profit and loss account The 
Corporation could have disclosed the full efloct by means of notes or by means of 
actual deduction of the total loss on devaluation in the accounts, I find it im¬ 
possible to agree that the mere fact that the latter course was followed makes the 
accounts false which much necessarily include an element of dishonesty. It has 
at least the merit of giving a true picture of the financial position of the Corpora¬ 
tion after the devaluation came into effect. If it had stopped short by saying what 
wa.s its financial on 31st March 1966 without disclosing what came to be the finan¬ 
cial position after devaluation on 6th June 1966, it would not have given a true 
and fair picture. 

13, ShiT Tcmhe has next argued that the Corporation has not been oonsislent in 
taking full account o'' 1h'' l.art of ihc devaluation unon its assets. He has sub¬ 
mitted that, while the Corijoniion has shown in the balance sheet and profit and 
loss account of 1965-66 the lo:^s of Rs, 4,37.14,873 it has not shown in that balance- 
sheet the loss of Rs. 4,38,84,209 which appears from note 8 at page 55 of the 
balancosheet of 1965-66. The note i.s as follows: 

“In addition to the liabilities (less as.setsj in foreign currencies as at 31st 
March, 1966 which had not been paid before ,6th June. 1966, In respect 
of which a Loss on Devaluation of R.s. 4,.37,14,873 has been written off 
In the accounts, the Corporation had liabilities for purchase of Capital 
assets payable in foreign currencies of Rs. 7,63,20„364 which are stated 
on the Balance-sheet at the rate.s of exchange ruling on 31st March, 
1966. Consequent upon the devaluation of the Indian rupea on 6th 
June, 1966, the rupee value Of these liabilities has increased by 
Rs. 4,38.84,209 for which no provision has been made”. 

14. This note makes the position absolutely clear- It shows that, while the 
loss of Rs 4 37,14 873 wa.s written off, no provision was made for the loss of 
Rs. 4,38,84,209 On purchase of capital assets. It has been explained on behalf of 
the management that the loss of the amount first mentioned was shown in the 
balance-sheet for 1966-66 because; 

(11 tbe entire purchase on which the loss was incurred was made in the 
financial year 196.9-0G; and (il) almost all those goods were sold in 
that very financial year though the goods were paid for later on 
account of the credit of 120 or 180 days which was allowed to the 
Corporation. 
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The rTtHiitigeiTierit hus, therefore, subrnitted thut this loss was entirely iiicurred 
in the financial year 1965-66. It was shown in the balance-sheet of that year 
■specially on account of two reasons; one being that the account of thpt financial 
year war, not closed and the other being that the Institute of Chartered Accountant 
has recommended that procedure or ha.s, at any rate, described it to be permissible. 
On the other hand, it has been argued on behalf of the management, the loss of 
Rs. 4,38,84,209 was not shown In the balancesheet of that year becausp the capital 
goods in re.specL ol the purchase of which that loss was incurred were not sold on 
or before the 31st March, 1966. In my opinion, these arguments are reasonable and 
ihey fully e^plaln the inclusion in the balancesheet of the lo.ss of Rs. 4.^7,14.373 
and the non-lneliision of the loss of Rs. 4,38,84,209 on the purchase ol ( apjt, goods. 


15. Shi-; Tembe has elicited in cross-examination trom Shii Subramuiiyam that 
the debit for the entire loss on devaluation i.e. the sum ot Rs. 4,26,19 750 wa.s 
shown in one entry only Shri Tembe has argned that this is not the mcihocl ol writ¬ 
ing up accounts. Entries relating to payments and receipts must, acc.srding n him, 
be separately made from date to date. He has, thcretore, characteri.sed the fact 
of there being' one debit entry for the entire loss as amounting almost to faltifica- 
lion of accounts. I think IhLs is a clear misunderstanding ol what has been done 
by the Corporation. Shri Tembe’s harsh expression seems to me to be quite un- 
juslified. What has clearly happened is that the Accountants of the Corporation 
worked out the figure of loss on account of the devaluation. Entries relating to 
payments to seller.s of the Petroleum goods must only have been made in the 
accounts on the dates on which the payments were actually made i.c odter Ihe 
31st March, 1966 Those accounCs could not be taken bodily into the at count ol 
the year 1965-66. What the Accountants of the Corporation, therefore, obviously 
did was to find out the entire figure of loss and to make one debit entry in the 
accounts of the year 196.5-66 In order to show In those accounts the total loss which 
according to them was Incurred on account of devaluation in respect of transactions 
completed in the financial year 1965-66 with this exception only that payment for the 
goods b.y the Corporation were made later within the credit period. I do not think 
that this can possibly amount to falsification of account. 


16- Shri Tembe ha.s gone to the length of saying that the accounts of the Cor¬ 
poration and the balancesheet and profit and loss account In question are false. 
Thi.s EUbmis.sion is based mainly upon the ai'guments relating Iq the effect of deva¬ 
luation which I have mentioned above. Whatever may be said about the point 
that the Corporation is or is not entitled to deduction of the araount of lo.'s suffered 
by It on account of devaluation of the Indian currency in the comoutaUon of bonu.i 
for the year 1965-66, it is impossible to accept that the Corporation ha.s deliberately 
prepared a false halance.sheet and profit and loss account. As I have .said, its 
accounts are audited by three well-known firms of chartered accountants and their 
work is .seen to by the Dlrecotr of Commercial Audit. Surely they could not bo 
parties to the preparation of false accounts. Indeed, Shri Tembe has hlm.'^elf stated 
in ,so many wo^ds that he doe.s not challenge the honafidas of ihe Corporation but 
he merely challenges the principles of accounting followed b.v it. This cannot lead 
to the inference that the balancesheet and the profit and lo.is a -count are false. 
At the most, the inference most adverse to the Corporation, even according to Shri 
Ternbe’s argument, can be that its accountants did not follow correct principle of 
accounting. I am, however, not even prepared to go to thi.s extent. So far as I 
can see, the princlple.s of accounting followed by them cannot be held to be wrong. 
I can only .say that the matter is extrem^ doubtful and I do not con.slder it neces¬ 
sary to decide in this case whether the Corporation is or Is not entitled to deduct 
from its profit the loss of Rs. 4,37.14,873 for the purpose of compulation of bonus. 
T may say that a decision on this point is also unnece.ssary beci.ue Shri VImadalal, 
the learned Advocate who has appeared on behalf of the Corporation, has shown 
that, even If I take three items ohly Into consideration, the entire profits of the 
Corporation are wiped out and no surplus is left, much less any available surplus 


17. 1 may also mention at this slate that, under .section 23 of the Payment of 
Bonus Act. the presumption arises that the statements and parLiculars contained in 
the Corporation’s balancesheet and profit and loss account are ai.curate. Shri Tembe 
has argued that the words of the section show that the presumption is not manda¬ 
tory. In all the circumstances of this ca.se, however, I am of opinion that the pre¬ 
sumption .should he raised- 
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18 Exl MW 1 is a computation of bonus la one sheet by both parties, AR- 


mittedly, the net profit as per profit and lo.s.s 

account 

lo ■ 





Rs, lyjT.at’sso 

The munugcnicnt has added to this ihe lolloping 

amouhts 

:— 


JjOss on assets icvnhied sold cic. 


Rs. 

4'24'042 

On aceoiint of depreciation .... 


Rs. 

3 ' 47 ' 22 ,i ;37 

El ovision foi doatitfnl debts 


Rs. 

22.86,032 

I’rovisioii loi hiiiius ..... 


Rs. 

12,19,347 

The total of the lotti ilenis abo\e th is com:', 10; , 



bls6,S2 jfS 

The same figuie has also been .nined at b> the ITdcaiion. 


To the above TomI amounT. il l i’edciation lias added bad* 

the (olloyiiig 

amounts : 




OLilsidc road development i_xp:ndiluie 


Rs. 

6,62,602 

Had debts written oil ..... 


Rs, 

55-506 

.Survec and investigation ..... 

. 

Rs. 

3,893 

Provision for loss on accotml of uiicier lecovciy 


Rs. 

1,61,33,000 

Loss on devaluation ...... 


Re. 

4.37,11,873 

Elxpeiiscs pertaining 10 previous jeaj 


Rs' 

48,25,000 

Donation ....... 

* 

R , 

56,405- 




6,54,51,279 

Tot.vl 

- 


11,42,36,217 

Prom this, the Eedeianon lias deducted :— 




Depeeiaaon ...... 

* , 

Rs. 

3 , 17 , 22,537 

8 lu rduin on capital amouulinpto 

• 

. Rs. 

3,76,22,870 


Hs. 7 , 23 ,-15 ,407 


'Pile Federation has thus shown available surplus to be Hs. 4,18,34,810 after 
deducting R.s. 7,3:;,4o,407 from the total figure of Rs. 11,42.30,217. 

10, Shri Vimudalal has said that he claims all the arld-liack.s and cledutUon.s 
which he ha,s claimed in the management’s pleading.s and Shri Subramanyam's affi¬ 
davit and evidence but, In order to expose the hollowne.ss of tlic Federation’s claim, 
he has submitted that, even tf he takes three Items into ocsidcratun namely depre¬ 
ciation, development rebate and 8', per cent return on capital as conceeded by the 
Fedreation, the entire profit claimed by the Federation—highly inflated as it js— 
would be completely wiped out and no .surplus would be left. 

20 , I may proceed to consider these three items: — 

(1) Dcprpciciion.--There are two methods of calculaiion of "ipieciation. One 
is the “straight line method’’ and the other is the ‘‘written down^ value’ method. 
This has been stated by Shri Subramanyam in paragraph 5 of his affidavit, lie 
has also pointed out that, under .section 20.0(2) of the company Act 1058, it i.s open 
to a company to choose either of the two methods for providing depreciation in its 
books of acccjuntant. According to him, “the corporation Ins lieen following the 
former method viz “straight line methocl” instead of written down value methed. 
For the purpose of assessment of the Corporation under the Indian Income Tax Act, 
iri01, the Corporation is entitled to deduct fry way c1 dcprcci.ation the quantum 
arrived at on the written down value method a.a provided in thp income tax rules. 
That the Corpoiation has been following the straight line method for providing 
depreciation in thd past is evident from note 10 at page 40 of the balancesheet of 
the Indian Oil Corporation Lid., as at .31st March, 1984 (now known as “Indian Oi' 
Corporation Ltd”), a copy whereof is annexed hereto marked Annexure ‘A’ The 
Corporation has followed the same basi.s for providing d°pTeciatIon in the books in 
all the sub.scqiient years including the year under consideration i.e. the year ended 
.ll.st March, 1060”. 

”1. There cannot be the slightest doubt that it Is by following the straight line 
method that the Corporation has arrived at the figure of Rs. 3,76,22,817 as the 
amount of depreciation, which It ha.s mentioned in the balancesheet. Under see- 
tlon 32(l)(ii), depreciation on building,s, machinery, plant nr furniture has to be 
allowed on “such percentage on the written down value as made in any ease or 
classes may be prescribed”. Under section 6(a) of the Fayment of Bonus Act, the 
first deduction of a ‘prior charge’ i.s to be of the amount of depreelation arlmi.'^siV.ile 
In accordance wltli the provisions of sub-section l(i) of section .32 of the Iiu-oinc 
Tax Act. In these circumstances, I am clearly of the opinion th. 1 l the computallon 
of depreciation must be by tbe written down value method. Shri Subraniany; m 
has definitely stated in paragraph 7 of his affidavit that the depreciation for the 
year lP8.'i-66 amounts under section .32(i) of the Income Tax Act to Rs, 7,13,10.529. 
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22. Shri Tembe has attempted to show that the Corporation has been elaimlne 
different amounts at different times on account oI depreciation. He ha.s pointed out 
that, In Ext. JVI4, the original figures .submitted by the Corporation, thp amount of 
depreciation was .shown as (1,89,42,333. The asses.sment order (Ext. Con. M2) show.s 
that the revised figure of depreciation was 7,13,10..529 a.s mentioned by Shri Subra- 
manyam in hi.s affidavit. There Is nothing before me to ..how that the revised figure 
of claim before the Income Tax Asses.sment Officer was wrong. In his evidence, 
Shri Suhramanyam has stated that, out of the depreciation of Rs. 7,13,10,.329 which 
wai claimed by the Corporation before the Income Tax Officer a.s depreciation, he 
disallowed a sum of R.s. 18,21.200 on the ground that this was depreciation on 
interest which was capitali.sed. He. however, allowed a sum of Rs. 0,90,89,329 as 
depreciation obvlouslj on the written down value method- Shri Vimadalal has 
.stated that, although he claims the entire amount of Rs. 7,l.l,10,.')29 a.s depreciation, 
he will be sutiafled for the purpose of bonus in this case if depreciation Is accepted 
at the figure accepted by the Income Tax Officer who,se duty it is to scrutinise the 
accounts and to allow an assessec like the Corporation nothing more as depreciation 
than it Is entitled to. I think that this argument is quite reasonable. 

23. Shri T(;mbe ha.s examined a witness named IVTadhuIcar Bhnichandra Kulkarni 
as W.W. 1. He has produced a paper containing boiUis computation and has stated 
that this was prepared by thg Corporation and handed over to the union during 
eanclliation proceedings This has been marked Ext. W4. He has, liowever, ad¬ 
mitted in cross-exaniination that he did not personally receive the copy of compu¬ 
tation and that he was produucuig it as a computation of bonu.s on behalf of the 
Corporal ion simply because it was found on the unioiVs file on which paper.s relat¬ 
ing to bonus for the year 1965-66 were kept. The exhibit is not on the paper of the 
Indian Oil Corporation nor is there any mark to show that this was prepared in 
the Coffioration’s office. I am therefore, not prepared to accept this exhibit, as a 
coniputalion of bonus in the office of the corporation. 

24. In the ciicumstniice.s mentioned above, the Coiporation may be entitled to 
a higlior depieclaiion than the amount allowed to it by the Income Tax Officer in 
the a.sse.sisment for the asse.ssinent year 1966-67 (Ext. Crn. rvT2i but, for the purpose 
oi this case, 1 would put the figure of depreciation at th^ one allowed h,v the Income 
Ti-i\ Officer as submitted by Shri Vimadalal. 

2.1 Df cciopmciif Rebate .—According to section 6(b) of the Payment of Bonu.s 
Art, one of the ,,um.s to be deducted from the ,gro.ss profits as prior charges is an 
amount “h.v way of development lebate or development allowance which the em- 
pl'jyer is entitled to deduct from his income under 1h? Income Tax Act. Shri Sub- 
ramatiyam has given In paragraph 19 of his affidavit the details regarding develop¬ 
ment reb.ite. He has .stated that the amount of development rebate which the 
Corporation is entitled to for the .year 1965-66 is a -'Um of R,s. 1,5 27,82,110. The 
Income Tnx Officer has come to the conclusion in his order (Con. ExI. M2) that 
the development lebale admissible to the Corporation at 20 per cent on the amount 
left after ox< lurling c-apitali-sed intere.st comes to Rs. 8,47.42,896. He has added at 
the end that the unab.sorbed development rebate of Rs, 3,47.42,896, along with the 
unabsorbed dovclopmenl rebate allowed in previou.s year.s would be “parried for¬ 
ward” subiect to creation of adequate rc.seive.s in the year of claim/orolits, Thi.s 
show.s that the amount mentioned above has been allowed as development rebate 
but 11 h.is not been absorbed .simply becau.se of the fact that no development re¬ 
serve ha-, yet been created. The rebate will be c.arried frrward and will be allow¬ 
ed a,s soon as adcquqale reserve ts created. In the terms of section 6 of the Payment 
o'’ Bonus Act. the amount allowed by the Income Tax Officer i:; undoubtedly the 
amount of “development allowance" which the corporation Is entitled In d-rhicl 
from his income under tlie Income Tax Act”. Shri Vimadalal has not submitted 
for the purpose of this case that the amount elaimed b,y 1he manc,'.;oine,it of the 
Corporation or by Shri Suhramanyam In his affidavit .should be allowed as deve¬ 
lopment rebate hut he has staled lust for the purpose of thi.s case that he would 
he satisfied if this Tribunal accept the figure accepted by the Income Tax Officer. 

26. 3 ,5 pec cent return mi capital .—This point ne'd not be laboured becau-'p. the 
Fedor,atioii ha.s shown the amount of Rs .3.76.22.670 as ndmis.slble on this account. 
Tlip three items mentioned above thus comes to; — 

Depreciation 

Development Rebate 

8.5 per cent return on capital 


6 ,96,89,.329 
8.47,4'hS96 
3,76,22,870 
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From Ihis has to be deduc-ted the net profit as shown in the balance sheet and 
the proHl and loss account which is: — 


1,01,26,1180 


18,10,i:8,7),b 


27- Even supposing that the gross prollts of the Coiporation stand at the high 
lignre ol 11,42,80,217 that amount has to be deducted from the total amount arrived 
at on the basis ot the three items mentioned above namely 19,20,55,095. On this 
basis also, the deficit is 7,78,24.878 

28. It is perfectly clear, therefore, that there was no profit to the Corporation 
in the year In question. The answer to the question put in the schedule, which is 
Inescapable. Is that the workmen of the Indian Oil Corporation are not entitled to 
a bonus higher than 4 per cent for the year 1065-60, The next question does not, 
Ihercfore, ari.se tor con.sideration 

29. Tins is niy award. Eet this he submitted to the Central Government under 
section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

(Sd I Kimm SiHAi. Presiding Olllcor- 
LNlo 17/,5/67/LRIV i 


New Delhi, the 20th Avgust 1969 

S.O. 3698.—In pursuance of .section 17 of the Industrial Disputes A^t 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishc,s the fol'owing award of the 
Central Government Indu.strial Tribunal No. 2. Dhanhad in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Bhowra Colliery of Messrs Karam 
Chaiid Thapar and Brothers (Private) Limited, (ilentra] Office, Bhowra, Post 
Office Bhowra (Dhanbad) and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 12th August, 1969. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO, 2) AT 

DHANBAD 


Present: 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Prc.siding Oflicer. 

REFEaENCE No 3 OF 1968 

In the matter of an industrial dispute undei Section 10(1) (d) of the Tndustiial 
Disputes Act, 1947 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Bhowra Collierv ol Messrs Karam Chand 
Thapar and Brothers (Private) Limited, Central Office, Bhowra, Post 
Office, Bhowra (Dhanbad). 


AND 


Their workmen. 

Ai’L'Earances: 

Ol! behalf uf the employe /.';—Shri K. C. Nandkeolyar, Deputy Chief Ptr- 
-sonncl Officer. 

Oil behalf of the workv/en .-Shri Pra.santa Burman, Scci^taiv, Khan Mar- 
door Congress. 

State: Bihar. Tndiirtey- Coal, 


Dhanbad, 5ih Augu.it, 1969 
AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employees in relation to thr- Bhewra Colliery oP Messrs Karam- 
chand Thapar and Brother (Private) lamited. Central Office, Bhowra. Post 
Oiflre Bhowra (Dhanbad) and their workmen, by ils order No. 2/8/68-LRTr 
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dalcd 4th May 1968 referred to this Tribunal under Section 10(1) (d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication the dispute in respect of the mat¬ 
ters .specified in the .schedu'e annexed thereto The schedule is extracted below; 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the manaRcmcnl of Bhowr.i Colliery in .suspend¬ 
ing their workmen Shri Jhari Gore, Pick Miner for the period from 
the 10th Novemlier, 1967 to 19th November, 1967 was justified? If 
not, to what relief is the workrhan entitled?'’ 

2 Employers filed their statement of demands. Inspite of service of notice 
the workmen did not file their .statement of demands. 

3 On Ifitli June 1969 Shri Prasanta Burman, Secretary, Khan Mazdoor Cong- 
less, the union .sponsoring the dispute hay filed an application stating that the 
union is no longer interested in persuing the di.spute and that it may be dispos¬ 
ed of accordingly As no more dispute subsists for adjudication, no further en¬ 
quiry is neces.sary. The award is made nccordipgly and submitted under Section 
15 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. 


(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 

Pre.siding Officer, 
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 2) Dhanbad. 

[No. 2/8/68-LR.II.] 

New Delhi the 21.sf August 1969 

S.O. 3699. —In pursuance ol section 17 oi the Indu.strial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
n£ 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal Calrulta. In the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Seetalpur Pit No. 4 Colliery of 
Messrs Bengal Coal Company Tamited. Post Office Disergarh. District Burdwan and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 12th 
August, 1969 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA 
Refi henct No 20 of 1969 


P.tKfirs 

Employers in relation to the management of Sitalpur Pit No. 4 CoHie'-y of 
Messrs Bengal Coal Company Limited 

AND 

Their workmen. 

PSESfNT : 

Shri B. N. Baneriee Presiding Officer 
Aft TARANcrs 


Oi7 iieha/f of Employers .—Shri B N Lala. Assistant Security Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen .—Shri Basir Khan Concerned workman. 

State: West Bengal Industry’ Coal Mines 


AWARD 

By Order No. G/94/68-LRII, dated March 15. 1969, the Government of India, in 
the Ministry of Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) referred the following dispute between the management of 
Seetalpur Pit No. 4 Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal Company IJnilted and their 
workmen, to this tribunal, for adiudiention, namely: 

“Whether the management of Seetalpur Pit No. 4 Colliery of Messrs Bengal 
Coal Company T,iiniled, Post Office Disergarh, District Burdwan was 
justified in terminating the .services of their workman Shri Basir Khan 
Boiler Khalasi with elfect from the 2nd September. 1967'' If not, to 
what relict Ls the workman entitled'’’’ 



i>BC. 3(ii)l n+5 GXZETTE OF INDIA: SI'P! FMBFR 13, 1969/6.lADPA 22, J891 3937 


2. Both the management and the workmen filed Iheir respective written state¬ 
ment. I am not, however, called upon to decide the dispute on merits because the 
parties have settled their dispute amicably out of Court, and in token thereof have 
filed a .loint petition of compromise. Now that ihc dispute stands settled in term.s 
of compromise, 1 make an award on terms of settlement filed before this Tribunal. 
Let the terms of settlement form part of this award. 

This IS my award. 

Dated, August 4, lllfiS N. Bansrjee, 

' Pre.siding Officer. 


BEFORE THP: HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCU'fTA 

Referencs No. 26 or 1969 
between 

Enrploycrs In realtion to Seetalpur Colliery ot M/s. Bengal Coal Co, l.td, 
P O. Disergarh, DIst. Burdwan. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Colliery Mazdoor Union, 27, G.T. Road, Bastin 
Bazar. Asanaol, 


Joint Petition of Compromise: 

The partie., above named most respectfully beg to submit as under;—■ 

(Ij That the above matter was referred for adjudication vide Ministry of 
Ijabour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) Notification No. 6/94/68-I.RU dated Ifith March. 1969 
(21 The saul mailer i.s pending before the Hon’blc Tribunal for ad,indication. 

(3) That the Parties in the meantime have mutu.ally cliscu.ssed the matter 
and have arrived at a settlement in terms staled hereunder • 

Terms of Settlement 

(a) The Employers shall make to Sh 1 Basir Khan, the workman herein Con¬ 

cerned. an ex-gratia payment of Rs. 2058.00 (Rupees two thousand and 
fittyeight only) in full and final settlement of all his claims against 
the employers. 

(b) The workman concerned and the union on his behalf have agreed to 

accept the aforesaid ex-gratia payment in full and final settlement of 
all the claims of the workman against the management. The said 
payment shall be made within 15 day.s from the date on which this 
agreement shall be filed before this Hon’ble Tribunal. 

(c) The Employers .shall make payment as provided for in Item (a) above, 

to the workman concerned and also other legal due.s If any latest with¬ 
in 1.5 days from the date of filing' this agreement. 

(d) The workman or his union acting on his behalf has no other calims 

against the management arl.slng out of this present reference. 

tei Thai the Parties will bear their respective costs of thi.s proceeding 

4 . In the circumstances the parties herein concerned most respectfully beg to 
pray that this Hon’ble Tribunal may graciously be plea.sed to accept this compro¬ 
mise and pass an Award In teiTn-s thereof 


And for this the parties as in duty bound shall 
Par the Workmen 
28-7-69. 


General Secretary 
Colliery Mazdoor Union. 
27 , G.T. Road, 

Bastin Baz-ar. 

Asansol. 

(Sd) 


ever pray. 

For the Pinplo'ijers. 
Sd./- B, N. Lala. 

Assistant Security Officer. 
Ben,gal Coal Company Limited 
28-7-6.9. 


Signature of the Workman. 
Dated, the 28th July, 1969, 


(No 6/94/68-LRlI.'l 
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New Delhi, the 23rd August 196,9 

S.O. 3700.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 
(14 of 1947X the Central Government hereby publishe.s the following award of 
the Central Government Indu.strial Tribunal, (No. 3), Dhanbad, in the induflrial 
dl.spute between the employers in relation to the Benedih Colliery of Messrs 
Benedih Coal Concern, Post Office Nudkhurkee, District Dhanbad and their work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 12th August, 1969. 

THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 3) 

AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 29 op 1.9G9 


Present: 

Shrl Sachidanand Slnha, M.A.M.L., Presiding Officer. 
Parties ; 

Employers in relation to the Benedih Colliery. 

V8. 


Their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For eiiiployers: Shrl S. K. Mukerjee, .Special Officer, 

For workmen: Shrl Lalit Burman, General Secretary. 

State; Bihar. Industry Co- b 


Dhanbad, dated the 4th of August, 1969 
(AWARD) 

1. The Central Government, being of opinion that an Industrial dispute 
exists between the employers in relation to the Benedih Colliciy of ‘Messrs 
Benedih Coal Concern, Po.st Office Nudkhurkee, District Dhanbad and their work¬ 
men, ^ its order No. 2/266/68-LR.n. dated the 29th April, 1969 referred to 
this iribunal under section 10(1)(d) of the Industrial Disoutes Act, 1947 for 
adjudication the dispute in respect of the matters specified in the scliedulc an¬ 
nexed thereto. The schedule Is extracted below: 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Benedih Colliery of Messrs Benedih Coal 
Concern. Post Office Nudkhurkee, Di.strict Dhanbad, -was Ju.stified in 
imposing idleness on Sarvashri Trilokdhari Bhar ajid Kirit Gope, 
Pick Miners, with elfecl from the 3rd .June, 1968 find subsequently, 
dismissing them with effect from the 20th June, 1908 ? If nut, to 
what relief arc the.se workmen entitled ?" 

2. Both the employers and the Union representing the workmen filed thejr 
written statements. It is unnecessary to stale the resnoctive cases of the partie.? 
because the dispute has been settled amicably. According to the term', of com¬ 
promise each of the concerned workmen are entitled to get a sum of Rs 1500/- 
fRupees one thousand five hundred) onl.y as compensation and Ex-grarui nay- 
ment for the period of idleness from 3-6-1968 till date. Over and above the 
workmen are to be paid their outstanding legal dues, if any. The management 
has also agreed to give emplo.yment to the two concerned workmen Sarvashri 
Trilokdhari Bhar and Kirit Hope as and when the work of coal raising will be 
resumed In No. 12 seam incline and the payments as ner clause (1) to the con¬ 
cerned workmen shall be made within a month from date of this .settlement. 

3. The terms must be considered satisfactory and fair. I accept the same end 
pass an award in terms of the joint petition of compromise at annexure ‘A’ 
which si-all form part of the award. It ma-v be submitted to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment under section 15 of the Indu.strial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd/-) SACHIDANAND SINHA. 

PrcTkling Officer, 
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Ahnejcukie 'A' 

BEFOKE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CEN'J’RAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 8 

DHANBAD 

Reference No. 29 of 1908 

Partu s: 

Employeps in rrlation to Beneldh Colliery 

And 

Their workmen 
Joint Petition of Coviproniise 

The parties above named beg to submit that the parties have settled the d:'^- 
pute amicably on the following terms. 

Terms of Settlement 

1. That the management of Benedih Colliery hereby agree to pay to each 
of the eoneerned workmen Sarvashrl Trilokdhari Bhar and Kirit Gope a .sum 
■of Rs. 1500/- (Rupees one thousand five hundred) only as compensation and 
Ex-gratin pa.ymept for the period of idleness from 8-6-1968 till date. Over and 
above this the workmen will be paid their outstanding legal dues, if any. 

2. That the management also agree to give employment to the two workmen 
Sarvashrl Trllolcdhari Bhar and Kiiit Gope as and when the work of coal raising 
will he resumed in No. 12 .seam incline. 

3. That the paymenis as per Clause (1) to the concerned workmen shall be 
made within a month from date of this settlement. 

4. That the workmen shall have no other claim from the management except 
as specifically motioned above and the dispute stands resolved. 

The partiesferay that the Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to pa^s 
fin a\^rd on the basis of above terms ol settlement. 

Dated 28th July, 1969 

For workmen: For the E]ii.ploycr& 

Sd/- For Benedih Coal Concern, 

General Secretary. Sd/- 

Bihar Koyln Mazdoor Sabha. Partner. 

Benedih Coal Concern, Benedih Colliery 

[No. 2/206/68-LR.II 1 

New Delhi, the 2t)th August 1989 

S.O. 3101.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Indu.strial Dispute.s Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
National Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in the indu.strial dispute between the 
employers In relation to Associated Cement Companie.s Tkratted, Bombay, and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 20th August, 1.969 

BEFORE THE NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT DHANBAD 

In the mailer of a reference under section in(IA) of the Industrial Dlspiiles 
Act, 1947. 


N. T. iRffekencf No. 7 of 1967 
And 

N. T. Rsffrence No- 3 cf 1988 


Par TIES : 

The A.ssoeiated Cement Companies limited, Bombay. 


Their Workmen. 


And 
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Pkiiscnt ; 

Shrl Kamla Sahai- Presidin^i Oilicer. 

Appearances : 

Fi>r the Employers— S/Shrt n. J. Kollnh, Advcr-atc with S. N. Cooper and 
C L. Govil. 

For the Workmen: 

h dian National Ceinent Workers' Federation--Shri C L. Duclhui. Aclporate. 

Ali India Cement Workers’ Fedei'ation—S/Shn P- L Gandhi, Joint Secietary 
Dh-aridhar. General Secretary and Mrs Mehta, Advocate, 

iNirL'tiiv- Cement, - , 

Dhanbad, Dated the V.ith Angasl, 10G9 

AWARD 

Tnese are two references in connection with the quantum ot boutis payable tor 
ditterent .years to the workmen oi the Associated Cement Companies Ltd. The 
financial year of the company bemjjs from the 1st August, of one year and concludes 
on the Jl.st July of the next year. The Associated Cement Companies came into 
existence in IflSG after a merger of .several cement companies. It owns at present 
about 16 cement factories, two colUorie.s as well as a Refractory Brick Works and 
Engineering Works at Shahabad. Ail the component part.s oi the Associated 
Cement Companies Ltd., taken together, employ about as,000 workers including 
about 543 officers throughout India in its Head offices and branche.s. It had 
two Factories in Pakistan also but its entire business in that country was taken 
over by the Government of Pakistan on the 12th March, 1905, It, therefore, 
ceased to have an.y business in Pakistan on and from that date 

2 By its order No. 17/,5/66/LRI'V dated the 19th October, 1906, the Central 
Government made a reference to the National Tribunal at Bombay tor adjudi¬ 
cation of a dispute described in the schedule as given below — 

Schedule 

“In respect of the workmen employed in the Head Office, Branches and 
Works including Quarries what quantum of bonus should be patld 
for the years 1962-63, 196.3-64 and 1964-65?” 

3 The above reference was numbered in the Bombay Tribunal as reference 
No 2(NT) of 1967. By the Mmisty’s Order No. 17/4/67-LRIII dated the .5th 
Deoamber, 1967, the reference was transferred for disposal to the National 
Tribunal at Dhanbad with me as the Presiding Officer. In this Tribunal, this 
reference was numbered as N T. reference No. 7 of 1967. The parties filed a 
compromise petition, settling their dispute as to bouns for the ycar.s 1962-63 and 
1963-64. There was then a great deal of controversy between them in the first 
Instance as to the question whether the settlement had in fact been arrived at. 
The management of the companies as well as- the Indian National Cement Workers’ 
Federation and various unions affiliated to that Federation supported the settle¬ 
ment as being fuU and final between the parties whereas one section of the 
Mancherial Cement Workers Union opposed the settlement. Ulllmately, how¬ 
ever the opposition to the .setlloment was given up. The prayer before mo was 
that I should give an award in accordance with the settlement dated the 27th 
September, 1967 which would form part of my award. I accepted this prayer 
and gave an award accordingly— vide my award dated the 25th Apiil, 1969. Thi- 
disposed of a part of N.T, Reference No. 7 of 1907 i.e. to the e-xtenl of bonu.s for 
the years 1962-63 and 1063-64. This award has been published In the Gazette of 
India dated the 31st May, 1969, (S.O. No. 2047) at page 2171. 

4 By Its order No. 17/8/67-LRIII dated the 26th June, 1068, the Central 
Government has made another reference to this National Tribunal in connection 
with bouns payable by the same companies to the workmen in respect of the vear 
196f.-))6. The schedule to this reference Is as follows ■ — 

Schedule 

“In respect of the workmen employed in the Hcail Office, Branches and 
Works including quarries of the Associated Cement Coinnpnies Lid 
what quantum of boung should be paid for the year 1985-66’’” 
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Thif. reference has been numbered in thi;, Tribunal as reference No. N.T. 3 of 
lf)G8. In view of the fact that the question of quantum of bonus pa.yable for two 
of the years in question namely 1962-63 and 1963-64 has already been decided 
by means of compromise between the parties, the question which I have to decide 
m respect of the two references namely N.T. reference No. 7 of 1967 and NT. 
reference No. 3 of 1968 is vvhat bouns is payable to the workmen tor the years 
) 964-63 and 1465-66. Before proceeding to consider these questions in detail, I 
may mention that both the parties have admitted in this case that bouns in rc.^'- 
pect oi both the years in question is payable under the Payment of Bouns Act- 
1905. 

ji. It is also agreed between the parties that, for each of the two years in 
qufestion i.e for 1964-65 and 1965-66. the company has paid the workmen approxi¬ 
mately 7 per cent of the basic salary/wagcs/dcarness allowance. According to 
the management of the companies, the payment In U)64-6.5 amounted to a sum 
of Es 44 36 lakhs and the payment in 1965-66 amounted to a sum 
of Rs. 43.60 Jakh.s. The case of the company i.s that there was a deficit in the 
year 1964-G5 of Rs. 13193 lakhs so that nothing was payable a.s bonus to 
the A'orkmen by the company for that year with the exception of approximately 
Rs. 23.90 takhs as the minimum bouns (a) 4 p.c. and there was a deficit of R.s 
. 55.86 lakhs in the year 1965-66, so that nothing was payable as bouns to the work¬ 
men for that year with the exception of Rs. 26.72 lakhs as minimum bouns (i!? 

4 p.c 

G. I first take up the question of boun-s payable for the year 1964-65. 

7. Shri C. I,. Dudhia, learned Advocate for the Indian National t'ement Worker.s 
Federation (heteinaftcr referred to as the Federation) has raised several poIiiU 
in connection with that year and they are all in serious controversy between the 
parties. I may shortly summarise the ptolnts. They are as follows ;— 

(i) Whether the total amount paid to the officers under the superannuaLiun 

scheme should or should not be added back to the protit.s? 

(ii) Whether the profits ot the factories situated in Pakistan should or should 

not be added back? 

Whether the losses arising from or exocnditure incurred in that 
business should or should not be deducted? 

(lii) Whether the amounf added by the Government in the price of cement 
iu fixing that price should be held to be subsidy for the purposes of 
rehabilitation, expansion and research and should be excluded from 
the profits? 

(iv) Whether the management is entitled to deduct the expenses incurred 

over the issue of debentures? 

(v) There are general and other reserves of various kinds. Which are the 

amounts of reserves on which the return of HVi> should be allowed 
under the Payment of Bonus Act? 

(vi) Should the amount recomended by he Directors ns oiie which should be 

paid out of the reserves as dividend to the share-holders be treated 
as the actual amount of dividend and deducted out of the reserves 
before (;iivldend Is actuaUy declared by the share-holders, for the 
purpose of computing the 6% figure mentioned in Item No. 1 (ili) 
of the Third Schedule of the Payment of Bonus Act? 

(vii) Whether the amount received by the company as an incentive payment 

VIZ. the amount of Rs. 131 lakhs should be paid back and added 
for computing the profits? 

iviii) Can any amounts be separately held to have been capital and reserves 
for the business in Pakistan which has now ceased to exist? 

(ix) What amount is deductible from the gross profits as direct tax which 

the employers are liable to pay for the accounting year for his Income, 
profits and gains during that year under Section 6(c) of the Payment 
of Bonus Act? 

(x) Is the company entitled to any set off under Section 15 of the Act? 


8 I proposed now to take up each of the above points in the order to which 1 
have mentioned them above. 

(I) Whether the total amount paid to the ofi'lcers under the •iuperannuatlon 
scheme should or should not he added to the profits'^ 
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With efl'cct from the 1st August, 1060, the company Introduced what is called ’ 
'Superannuation Scheme’ for officers drawing Rs. 500/- and above. The officers 
them.seives do not make any contribution but the companies contributed 16 2/3% 
of the average of the basic salary of each officer for each year. This rouchly 
amounts to about two months’ salary. The amount is sent to the Life Insurance 
Corporation and certain benetits how to the officers. The company .stopped pa’- mg 
profit bonus to the officers concerned. From 1964-65, however the compan 3 ' pays 
to the eligible officers the minimum bonus of 4%. 

9. Shri S. N. Cooper has staled in his evidence as M.W. 1 in connection with 
the supernnuation scheme that Ext. W is a copy of the printed rules ol the offlccr.s' 
auperanuation fund, payable to the Life Insurance Corporation ol India on accr ^nt 
of the superanuation fund every year, that the proviso to rule 4 sub-rule J indi¬ 
cates that exemption or postponment of membership can be allowed for a pei-od 
not exceeding five years or grant of total exemption could be allowed initially 
when the scheme was introduced and that clause 4, sub-clause 2, makes it clear 
that eligible employees joining the service alter the 1st August, 1960 have ne es- 
sarily to become members of the superannuation fund. Other points which appear 
from his evidence are that the .scheme was started as a result of some discu^Con 
which some representatives of the Life Insurances Corporation had with the Ibeti 
Managing Director of the A.->sociated Cement Companies. Thev explained :he 
advantages of the superannuation scheme to him and he dir^cteef H\pI a i I'c^'' t :1 
scheme be prepared on the ba*i.s u.sually introduced by Lhe Life Insui’c^'ce 
Corporation. He also directed that, since the scheme was being introduced for 
the first time as .suggested by the Life Insurance Corporation, sailent advanlage.s 
of the provisions of the scheme should be explained to the officers imtialli’ in 
order to find out whether a majority of the officers were in favour of such a 
scheme Accordingly, the then Chief Accouuatant called all the departmental heads 
to the head office and explained the provision.s and advantages of the scheme 1o 
them and requested them separately to call the officers working under each of them 
and to explain the advantages to them. These instructions wu,; carried out and 
over ,90% of the officers opted in favour of the scheme. They were then told that 
the scheme would be introduced as and when the Commx.ssioner oi Income Tus 
approved of the .scheme but that, as a consideration for the samg, the offliers 
would be required to give up their bonus, In order to make the company's 
po.sltlon safe, a declaration was obtained later Irom some of the officers in the 
form oi the letter (e.xt. MO). Mr Cooper ha.s further stated that the company 
subsequently discontinued obtaining such declarations because, for .several years, 
none of the members claimed bouns. Since it Is a reliiement benefit like "he 
provident fund, it is shown accordingly in the profit and loss account. For instance, 
he ha.s pointed to item No- 3, “'Salaries, Wages and Payments to and Provisions 
for employees” under .schedule—2-at page 32 of the profit and loss account 
(Ext. M.) Sub-item (b) under item S Is ‘contribution to provident fund and 
other lunds’, He has stated that this item includes payment.? to the .superaiinuat’'on 
fund. 

10. Other points which Shrl Cooper has made are that lhe conirlbution by :he 
company to the Life Insurance Corporation on behalf of each officer is a fixed 
sum equivalent to two months’ basic salary at the average rate earned by him 
during each year It does not vary with the profits. It is not payable to the 
officers It is paid directly to the life In.surancc Corporation of India and lo 
officer has a right to mortgage or encumber his tund nor has an.y member lhe 
right to claim the amounts contributed by the company from the Life Insurance 
Corporation until after the date of hi.s death or retirement A.s the principal 
officer, he ha.s to submit returns under section 206 of the Indian Income Tax ant, 
showing the salaries, wages, dearne.ss allowance, bonus and all other taxa' ’e 
payments to employees. Superannuation lund is not taxable and hepce payment 
to that fund is not shown against the name of any emplqjme. He has illu.strated 
his point by saying that no income-tax officer ever tries to assess payments to 
superannuation fund on account of any particillar officer as income but one 
officer at Chandigarh tried to do so and actually assessed that payment as well. 
The officer went in appeal and Ext. MIO is a copy of the Appellate order by which 
the asses.sment was quashed on the ground that lhe benefit to the officer was rot 
In lieu of bonu.s- 

11. Shrl Dudhia ha.s drawn my attention to section :i4(3) ol the payment of 
Bonus Act which provides that no provision of the Act "shall be construed to 
preclude employees employed in any establishment or class of establi.shments from 
entering into agreement with their employer for granting them an amount of 
bonus under a formula which is different from that under this Act”. He has 
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vehemently urged that the superannuation seheme is nothing but an alternative 
senemc tor paypients ot bonus and that the Payment of Bonus Act cannot be¬ 
held to come In conflict with It. In my opinion, there is no substance in this 
aigument. The first thing to be noticed is that the alternative payment under sub- 
section of section .'14 of the Payment of Bonus Act must an 'amount of bonus' 
although it rnay be under a different iormula. There is no reason Ip suppose 
Inst the amount paid to officers under the superannuation scheme ‘is an amount 
of ^ onus . The amount payable is fixed and cannot be varied. It Is not taxable 
bu, bonus which is paid is always taxable- The scheme has been brought into 
e.xidenco not by the Associated Cement Companies alone but by the Associated 
Lement C ompanie.s, the Tafe In.surance Corporation and the Commissioner oi 
Inc ime Tax, all of whom agreed together in order to establish the scheme for 
cor .erment of some benefits upon officers of the Associated Cement Companies in 
viej. of agreed contribution.s mgde on their behalf by the cement companies. Tin 
mere fact that tile olllcers have to give up their bonus except the minimum bonus 
pa, a'dc under the Payment of Bonus Act cannot convert the payment made to 
fht Lite Insurance Corporation into bonus. This conclusion is strengthened by 
the tact that the concerned employees cannot touch or mortgage any part of the 
cij’-mlhution made to the Lite Insurance Corporation on their account 

2 The entire facts leave no room lor doubt that the superannuation lund is 
a purely retirement benefit tor an officer of the Associated Cement Companies. 
In he event of his death before drawing the benefits of the scheme, those benefits 
go to hbs wife and/or members of his family. 

VI. In these circumstancG.s, there is no escape from the conclii.aon that Shri 
Di.-ihia’s argument cannot be accepted. Hence the amount of Rs. i2.fi7 labhs 
which the Federation seeks to add to the profits cannot be so added. 

14. Point No. II Whether the profits of the factories situated in Pakistan should 
or ?lio)i!d not be added back? 

Whelher the losses arising from or e.xpenditure incurred in that business should 
or should not be deducted'! 


"t seems maniie.st to me that what has to be done under the Payment of Bonus 
Ac" lb to B'-ccrtain the net profit;, of a company from its busine.iS 111 India. If 
the company has a business outside India, the losses incurred m or expenditure 
reLiting to that business, ii credited to the profit and loss account, should be added 
ba k so that the loss or expenditure does not appear in the Indian balanccsheet 
arm profit and loss account of the company. Similarly, if piofits or/aiid receipts 
relating to any such business outside India are credited to the profit and loss 
nc junt, the total of the profits and receipts must be deducted so as to leave no 
eir-ct of the addition of the profits and/or receipts from the lOteign business upon 
the Indian balances)leet and profit and loss account of the company. Ibis ba.s 
been achieved by, the legislature bv makina provisions under item No. ,i(e) and 
Ite 1 No. fi(b) of {he second .sehedule 


' 5 . Shri Cnopor has stated in hii evidence that the Pakistani account was 
prepared from certified trial balance received from M/s A. F. Fevgusan and 
CO "pany of Karachi, who were the company’s Auditors in Paktstaii, that, acenrd- 
In to the usual practice, the account for the period from the 1st August, ]%4 to 
1h' 12th March Ififi.'i cl the business in Pakistan was prepared at this end and 
w^, sent jor certification to Karachi, that due to hostilities between India and 
Pa dstan, the same was not received duly certified until the 12th June, 19ti< 
thi igh the ilrafl profit account wns forwarded to Karachi on the 25th November, 
laf's that tire auditors in India could not wait until the 12lh June. 19fi7 for 
cerb'lyinc the aceourt of 19G4-G5 and that they, therefore, prepared the profit and 
Io.= 3 account ineluding the Pakistani expenses taken from the certified trial balances 
sent by the Pakistani Auditors beiore the out-break ot hostilities. He has further 
said that Ihe account was .suhseaueiitlv certified and received from the custodian 
of enemy property. lahore. with a letter dated the 12th ,Iune, 1967 all of which 
ha’-e heeii collectively marked F,xl. M2. He has added that the company cannot 
re V upon the accounts which were prepared in the company’s a isence charging 
fh'-ouled item.s ot expense.s. He has put m evidence a profit and loss accoum ol 
the' Pakistan business for the period from the 1st August. 1964 to the 12tli 
foa-, as certified by K. S. Aiyyar and Co. the company s Indian Auditors- This 
ha also been marked as Ext Mil. The company ha.s prepared a statement 
(E t. M12) on the lines of Schedule H Shri Cooper has stated that this has 

been prepared to show the break-up of the gross Peotits He has then claimed 
a sum of Us. 49,1.2.000/- as a deduction under item 6 (b) of the Second Schedule. 
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ls. Ext. Mil shows that the total income and expenditure of the Pakistani 
business of the Associated Cement Companies Limited, was a sum of 
Rs, 2,0fl,S8,4fi0.38 paise incluclinf; a sum ol Rs. 49,11,44,3.52 poise brought down a.s 
gross profits (l.e. profits before depreciation, assets written off, taxation and honu.s 
to employees,) and a sum of Rs. 6,86,144.69 poise as net loss. The total of the 
gross profit.? brought down and the net'loss amount to Rs. 55,97,590.21 paise. The 
Auditors, M/.S. K. S. Aiyyar and Co , hove certified that "the above figures stand 
incorporated in the combind profit and lo.ss account of the compon.v for the year 
ended 1st July, 196,5”. Ext. M12 shoWb that the total receipts were Rs 49 13 lakhs 
though the company has shown this amount as Ins.ses of or expenditure relating 
to the Pakistani busine.ss. The companies have done ihi.s because Ihey hate made 
a distinction between gross profits and net profits. It appears that thc_ Second 
Schedule make.s no such distinction for the purpose of calculation under it 


17. In view of the above certificate of the Auditor and in view of the clear 
provisions made in items 3(e) and 6(b) of the Second Schedule read with foot¬ 
note 2, it seems to me to be rxuite clear that the Pakistani losses or expenditure 
of the company and the Paki.stani profits or receipts of the company have to be 
so added and/or deducted that no effect of either is left on the Indian balance- 
sheet and profit and loss account of the company. If, as staled by the auditors, 
the ]o.sses or expenditure of the company have been incorporated in the combind 
profit and loss account, the only way by which the eilect of showing the losses or 
expenditure can be removed is bv adding back that amount. It Is also clear that, 
if the profils or receipts of the company from the Pakistani bu.5liie.ss, have been 
incorporated in the combind profit and loss account, the only method by which 
its- affect can be removed will be by deducting the amount. I may mention thnl 
Ext. MU shows the company’s expenditure in Pakistan to be a.s follows:— 


(1) Provi.sion for depreciation including depreciation of 

loo.se tools. 

(2) Good will and other fixed asset,? 

(3) Provision for taxation. 

(4) Provision for bonus to employees. 


3,30,636.00 
4,3.5,938.00 
47,2.5,531.00 
1,0.5,435.21 


The total of these four items conjes to . 


.5,5.97„590.21 


tfi. If the net loss of Rs. 6,86,144.69 goes out, the balance which remains is 
49,11,44.5.52. This amount must be deemed to be the amount of receipts from the 
Pakistani business within the meaning of item 0(b) ol the Second Schedule That 
amount has, therefore, to be deducted. 

19. Shri Dudhia ha.s argued that the losses or expenditure relating lo the 
business in Pakistan which amount to Rs. 6-86 lakhg .should be added back. This 
is what he has done on behalf of the two Federations in Ext. MWl(a). Fie ha.s, how¬ 
ever, not deducted the receipts relating to the busine.5s in Pakistan which amount 
in round figures comes to Rs. 49.13 lakhs. In my opinion, it cannot be one sided 
The provision.? ol both Items 3(e) and 6(b) of the SecoTid Schedule have to be 
given ell'ect to at the same time. That will alone remove from the Indian balance- 
sheet and profit and loss account the effect of both losses oi' expenditure and 
receipts from the Pakistani bu,slne.ss. I, therefore, held that R,s. 6 86 lakhs .should 
be added back as provided In item 3(e) and Rs. 49-13 lakhs should be deducted 
as provided in item 6(b) of the Second Schedule These are my conclusion or 
point No. 2. 

20. Point III. Whether the amount added by the Government in the price of 

cement to that prices should be held to be subsidy for the purposes of rehabi¬ 

litation. expansion and research and should be enclnded from the profits? 

It appears from the evidence of Shri Cooper that the price of cement ha.s been 
controlled by Government from 1942 or 1943 T.arifi' cofnml.=t|r‘n° to be sot 

up for the purpose of calculating and recommending fixation of the price of 
cement from time to time- In 1958. the Tariff commission recommended payment 
of rehabilitation allowance for .seven companies; the allowance varying from one 
rupee to four rupees per ton. Altogether, rehabilitation allowance wa.s ultimately 
given to six companie.v Including the Associated Cement Companies Limited- The 
Tehabilltation allowance fixed for payment to the Associated Cement Companle.s 
Jn 19fil was a sum of Rs 2/- per ton. Income Tax is paid by the company on 
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including the rehabilitation allow^n^f 2/ ner Z 
and received directlv by the fOir,Mnv In iosh cT f 

Wat intrrxiuced. Therefore, the rehab^^^ltnlinn ^ Trading Corporation 

'^y the State Trading Su-ooratio!! ^^ allowance was paid to the eor.pany 
December, 196.5. Prom theSst Jaiiu trv continued until the ;Usi 

Government instrucdLnr howeio?. ml’ 

flsbociatioji which was re^ist&reri i ^uidcturers pstabhsht^r.' jjj 

=tyled a.s Cement XhocaH^rand oXfnislln^rr 

tuiii performed the functions, of the Stale Trading Cm-nornti^^^^'° V r'socia- 

of the rohatiilitation allowance was concel-ned ^ Goipoiation so far as payment 


21. It appears that the Government thereafter allowed to the cement com- aiues 
dll mciease in the price of cement to the extent of Rs. 4/- per ton net 1 e fret 
from tux Of Rs, 0.10 gross t.c. suhicrt to tax. TliLs increase was earmarker foi 
evpaiiMon and wa^ realised by Caco from the customers of Cement and then paid 
to the cement manuXactiircri- concerned. Thus, the company got the reteiitjcn 
price from Caco instead of Slate Trading Corporation during the dc-r-ontrol 
period from the 1st January, 1(160 upto the klst January, 1967 


22. The Government referred in their oorrespondance with the cement comratnes 
to the increased payments of Rs 2/- and later of Rs, 8,1(1 gross as rchaLnhtation 
aliovvaace and expansion allowance. I may refer first to the resolution of Gi..frn- 
ment, bearing No, CEM-8{27)y61 dated the 31st October, 1961 which forms 
annexure VI to Ext M2 The price.? of cement fixed for difterenl man if@('ujcr.s 
have Ix'en mentioned in Ihis annexure. The extra prices have al.so lieeu nitjitjjn. 

In paragraph 6(d), Government have stated:'— 

"(d) The above prices are inclusive of an allowance of R.s, 2.06 per tome 
towards rehabilitation and other approved purposes .siich us research, 
development, etc. The present procedure applicable to rcliainlilallon 
allowance will apply in this regard”. 

In sub-paragraph (g) of the same paragraph i.c. G, Government have staled: — 
■'(g) The resultant selling price of naked cement will be Rs. 94 00 per tonne 
plus excise duty”. 

In ii.xing the prices. Government have taken into account the inteju a’ that 
has lapsed since 1st July. 1961. The above cx-w'orks and ‘filing 
prices jic being notified under the provisions of the Cement Ccndrol 
Order and will be tiTective from 1st November, 1961. Government 
will continue to watch the performance of the industry in con.sonance 
with these deci.sions and lake such slco.s a.s may be called for in the 
interests ol consumers”. 


Annexure VII(.3) to the same exhibit i.e. Ext. M2 is Je^er No. (^EM-8(..4)/ 
dated the '27th September, 1962- In this letter, Government have mentioned some 
details of the strict control which they wished to exercise overjyithdranal .J the 
amounts of money to be paid in “(a) Development and Rehabihtation Ac-mmi 
and (b) Research account, calculated at the prescribed rate . which .‘hould 
thenceforward be paid into the respective accounts ^ithm 14 days^ of the exp ry 
of each month. Some rules have been attached with the letter for the 
and operation of (a) development and rehabilitation account and (b) res^aren 
account, for ccmciit industry- Rules 2 and 4 stand as follows . 

“2. Within fourteen days of the expiry of each month 9^. 

pay Into the ‘Re.search Account' a sum of 10 nP. and into the Dei^op- 
menl and Rehabilitation Account’ a sum of 95 nP. per tonne of C'Phitnt 
sold in India during the month concerned. The balance of .L np. 
per lonne would be available towards tax liabilities. No such ■f’unt 
diall be payable in respect of cement intended for e.xport outside 
India”. 

‘‘4 Rehabilitation of plant and machinery shall be confined I® 
ment and improvement of major items of plant 

related civil construction in the cement industry. It shall not inJude 
normal maintenance and repairs, other kinds of 

construction, instaUation expenses and services. Drawals from the 
Development and Rehabilitation Account will be allowed to the extent 
of ,50^; of admissible items of expenditure as above ■ 
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23. Annexure IX to the affidavit (Ext. M3) Is Government’s reply to a letter 
sent by the Cement Manufacturers' As.soclatlon. It bears No. 9-15/6.3-CEM.II 
dated the 28th December, 1965. Paragraph (h) of this letter refer.s to expansion. I 
ma.-i- quote the whole of this paragraph which is as follows.— 

“(h) The net extra resources amounting to Rs. 4/- per tonne of cement 
despatches from tst January, 1986 should be utilised to build up 
resources for the purposes ol expansion only. The words “Rehabilita¬ 
tion and modernisation’’ occurring In para (1) and “production" occurring 
in line 10 of para (a) of the note circulated with this department's 
letter dated the 13th December, U)65 will accordingly be deleted. A 
separate proforma account should be maintained by’ each producer 
under the he(id “Expansion Research Account’’ and this account should 
be credited at the rate of Rs- 4/~ per tonne of all varieties of cement 
de.spatched from 1st January, 1966. Withdrawals from this fund will 
be made only for the purpose of expansion of cement unit/group, with 
reference to specific projects, either expansion of exl.sting factories 
or for new undertakings, in respect of which letters of intent have 
been obtained from Government and arc valid. Withdrawals from 
this account should be restricted to essential items related to expan¬ 
sion viz. purchase of plant and machiner.y and equipment. For 
meeting the expenditure on the other items which cannot obviously 
be met fully from this account the cement units .should use their own 
resources or obtain them from elsewhere- At the end of each quarter, 
the Cement Manufacturers’ Association should furnish to the Govern¬ 
ment a con.soliriated .statement showdng accruals to the Account in 
respect of each unit, withdrawals If any, made from the account and 
the purposes for which such withdrawals have been made, and the 
closln,g balance at the end of each quarter". 

Thu.s I he account which wa.s called the rehabilitation and modernisation account 
Cav i to be called “the expansion reserve account". The allowance wa.s payable 
tf' lee cement manufacturers by Caco. 

24 Shri Cooper has filed audited certificate.^ marked E.xt. M13(a) and IV[13(b) 
sh->ving that the expansion reserve was duly created and the expenditure which 
was incurred thereon was in accordance wuth the Government’s requirements. He 
has admitted that in all the companies correspondence with the Government, the 
company .spoke of the rehabilitation allowance and expansion allowance but never 
called it subsid.y. He ha.s further admitted that, even before the Tarilf Commfsion, 
the companie.s always claimed rehabilitation and expansion allowance without 
ca'iing the allowance as subsidy. He has then stated that the word subsidy w'as 
not used In any correspondence between the Cement Manufacturers and the 
Gn\ ernment and that, when he has used the word subsidy in his examination in 
chief, he ha.s put it down as his own interpretation of what, in hls opinion, was 
actually allowed. He has further conceeded that, during the discussion between 
a team of Cement Manufacturers on one side and Secretaries and other officials 
of Government ol India on the other, the manufaeturers sugge.sted that the amount 
ol R.s. 8 10 per ton should bo called expan.sIon subsidy but the Government officials 
replied that that would require parliamentary sanction and, therefore, the expre.s- 
.sions ‘expansion and rehabilitation allowance’ should be allowed to stand. Fie has 
further admitted that the Cement Manufaeturens used to get the amount of Rs 2/- 
p."”' ion and. during a later period, Rs. 8.10 per ton as rehablliiation and expansion 
allowance from the consumers and not from the Government but he has added 
that they u.sed to get the amounts because they had been added in the prices by 
the Government. 

25. The first question which now arises is whether the amounts mentioned 
aboi'e were paid to the cement manulat hirers including the As.sociated Cement 
Companies Limited, as subsidy from the Government or from any body corporate 
established by any law for the time being in force. Unle.ss this nolnt is established 
in the aflirmatlve’. the companies’ ca.se that it is entitled to a deduction of the total 
amount received by it on the basis of Rs. 2/- per ton at one time and R.s. 8-10 per 
ton at another must fall- A very strong point against the Companies is that, 
although the Government exercised ver.y strict control over +be amount.s received 
by the companies as mentioned above which thev called rehabilitation allowance 
or e.xpansion allowance. Government officials refused to agree to the suggestion 
that tho.se allowances should be called rehabilitation or expansion sub.sldy. It 
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la clear, therefore, that Governineiit was not agreeable to the allowance being 
called subsidy. I do not think; that they could have been unaware of the fact 
that, if the allowance paid to the companies was subsidy, they might come under 
item G(g) of the Second Schedule of the Payment of Bonus Act and, on that basis 
the companies might become entitled to deduct the total amount from the gross 
profits for the purpose of bonus. 

26. It J3 not the compan3"’s case before me that they are entitled to deduction 
under item 6(g) of the total amount reteived by them from the gross prolits if 
the allowance was a mere allowance and was not a subsidy. In any case, the 
bonus commission stated deflniteJy in paragraph 10.10, 10.12, 12-1 and li.O that 
rehabilitation allowance .should not be allowed to the managements as a prior 
charge. Shri Dudhia has read over extracts from the Parliamentary debaie.s of 
September, 1964 showing that the then Munster of Labour spoke about rehabilita¬ 
tion allowance and .said that employers could not have both development rebate 
and rehabilitation allowance- Jnder section 6(b) of the Payment of~ Bonus Act, 
employers are entitled to deduct as a prior charge any amount by way of develop¬ 
ment rebate or development allowance which he is entitled to deduct from his 
income under the Income Tax Act. This is obviously the reason why the legisla¬ 
ture did not make any provision in the Act for employers being entitled to deduct 
any amount as rehabilitation or expansion allowance. Shri Kollah has attempted 
to bring the allowance under the name of subsidy merely for the purpose of being 
enabled to deduct the total allowance trom the Gross prollts. In my opinion, 
this attempt is wrong. Inspite of tfie strict control over the income from the 
additional price added to the price of cement for the sake of rehabilitation or 
expansion, the Government had no power to deprive the workers of the bonus 
which under the terms of the Payment of Bonus Act, they became entitled to 
receive. The allowance was subject to income tax and the Government did 
nothing to get a provisions made to the effect that the allowance would he free 
from income tax. Thus, they did not allow any deduction in their own income. 
It is dilllcult, therefore, to presume that they contemplated that, Inspite of the 
provisions of the Payment of Bonus Act. the workers would not be entitled to have 
their full share of bonus. 

27 . For the rea.sons given above I disallow the claim of the companies to a 

deduction of Rs, 81.23 lakh.s on the basis that it was subsidy In the year 1964-65 
and their claim for deduction of a sum of Rs. 229.50 lakhs on the same ground 
for the year 1965-60. 1 

28. Point No. IV. Whether the management is entitled to deduct the expenses 
incurred over the issue of debentures? 

The expenditure over this item has been given in Ext. M19. It appears from 
this exhibit that stamp duty and other expenses over other items take together 
total Rs. 29.88 lakhs Shri Cooper has admitted in his evidence that, in para¬ 
graph 6 of Ihc Dlrcetor’.q report for 1964-6.5 (Ext. M), the Chairman ha.s stated 
that expenses on Bsue of debentures are capital expenses. He ha.s asserted, 
however, that, according to ths decision of the Supreme Court in the case of India 
Cement Limited—(the reference is 60 I.T-R- .52) the expense.s are revenue expenses 
for income tax purposes. I am of opinion that the expenses incurred in the issue 
of debenture would, according to the derision of the Supreme Court, are revenue 
expenses. I, therefore, hold thal the employers are entitled Lo deduct this amount 
frcni the gross profits, 

2'i Point No. V-—There are general and other reserves of various kinds. 
Which are the amounts of icsemics on which the return of 6 per cent should be 
allowed under the payment of Bonus Act? 

There are general and other reserves of various kinds. The reserves have 
been put under different name‘s, e g deferred taxation reserve, plant reinstatement 
reserve, development and rehabilitation reserve, general reserve etc. It has been 
stated on behalf of the companies that different reserves have been created and 
the names of those reserves have been differently fixed in order lo indicate the 
general purpose for which the reserves have been created but there is no water¬ 
tight compartment. Money can be freely transferred from one reserve to another 
so that the total amount of all the reserves can be treated as general reserve, 
Shri Cooper has referred in his’ evidence to two instances. Ho has said that 
deferred taxation reserve is merely a reserve to which the companies can fall back 
in case the taxation is higher, that it is rot a liability but is a reserve which the 
company can utilise in case of need and that. In order to prove this point, he can 
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show that the company has itself transferred money from taxation reserve to 
general reserve- He has also added that the name of the reserve is merely an 
accounting terminology. He has pointed for Instance to page 35 of the balance- 
sheet for 1964-65 (Ext- M)- It appears from item 4 at page 35 that a sum of 
Hs. 30,000 was transferred from plant reinstatement reserve to the general reserve- 
Another Instance which he has mentioned is that dillerent kinds of reserve have 
been -•■’hown at pages 28 and 29 of the balance-sheet for 1965-66 (Ext. Ml). Entries 
-at pa^e 28 show that an amount of Rs. 1,50,37,600 was transferred to the general 
. eserve from the deferred taxation reserve and an amount of Rs. 1,86,00,000 was 
rmnsferred from the profit and loss account to the general reserve. He has 
concluded that the transfers indicate that the plant reinstatement reserve and the 
other reserves are not water-tight nor are they ear-marked. He further says that 
the expansion reserve shown under item No. 7 at page 22 of Ext. Ml at 96,65,681 
has been mentioned therein lor the purpose of Government’s satisfaction and that 
the company can, on its own, transfer the entire expansion reserve to general 
reserve. 

30- There seems to be no material on the record which can lead to the conclusion 
that reserves kept under the name cannot be transferred to the general reserve. 
In view of the examples mentioned by Shri Cooper, I am satisfied that the reserves 
are not water-tight, or ear-marked and that an amount from one reserve is liable 
to be translerred to the general reserve etc- In these circumstances. I hold that 
the entire amount kept under re.serves bearing different nomenclatures of reserves 
will be treated as rt'urves over which 6 % will be allowed to the employers under 
Item No. l(iii) of the Third Schedule as provided in section 6 (d) of the Payment 
of Bonus Act. 

31. Point No. VI.—Should the amount recommended by the Directors as one 
which should be paid out of the reserves as dividend to the shareholders be treated 
as the actual amount of dividend is actually declared by the share-holders, for the 
purpose of computing the 6 per cent figure mentioned in Ited No. 1 (Hi) of the Third 
Schedule of the Payment of Bonus Act? 

The words used in item No- lull) of the Third Schedule appear to lend them- 
-•elves to the Interpretation that the employers would be entitled to deduction of 
6 % of their reserves as shown In its balancesheet as at the commencement of 
the accounting year”. A company, however, knows, as do all the share-holders, 
that dividend would be paid out of the reserves shown in the company’s balance- 
sheet at the commencement of the accounting year because that is the recommen¬ 
dation of the Directors and the sliare-holders, at their meeting, would ordinarily 
act upon those recommendations it is difficult for me to contemplate that a 
difference should be made between a company which shows its reserve at the 
commencement of the accounting year after deducting the dividend recommended 
by the Directors and another company which includes the dividend as so recom¬ 
mended by the Directors In the reserves and thereafter actually pays out the 
dividend in terms of the subsequent resolution of the share-holders. It seems to 
me that the reserves of both the companies should be treated on one and the 
same footing- Dealing with the cases of Volfas and Volkarts of India Limited, 

I had to deal with two companies, each of which had dealt with the reserve.s in 
dltferent manner.s as I have just Indicated. In Voltas case, the reserves included 
the dividend which was likely to be declared by the share-holders on the Directors’ 
recommendation but I said that, in fairness, it was right that th-^ reserves should 
be held to be the balance after deducting the dividend payable by the .share-holder-s 
on the basis of Ih" recomm'^ndalion of the Directors Tn my opinion, the present 
case Is also one '-hich the re.serves should be held to be what is left after 
deducting the ^'Tidcnd pa,yable to the share-holders on the recommendation of 
the Directors 

,3? Point No. VII. Whether the amount rpceivfd bu the rnmrntmi as an ncentive 
payment vin. the amount of Rs. v3-l/2 lakhs should be paid back and added for 
computing the profits? 

It seems that the Government of India declared that factories which produced 
more than a certain amount of cemeTit in the year 1964 would get an incentive 
pamyent, Six of the factories of the Associated Cement Companies Limited 
qualified for the incentive award along with some other facloric.s. The A- C. C. 
Limited, was accordingly given a sum of Rs. 13,54,000 as an incentive payment 
and this amount was also given to the companies by an extra amount being added 
to the price of cement payable to it. The workers of Kymore raised a dispute 
to the effect that they were entitled to share in the payments made. The matter 
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wab referred to Arbitrators- According to their award, 50% of the payment was 
to go to the employers and 50% to the workers. The amount of 50 per cent 
payable to the workers is In the process of being paid to the workers of aU the 
six factories which qualifled for the award of Incentive payment- The question 
which has now been raised is whether the amount of 50% payable to the employers 
should be included In the profits so as to be distributed to the workers as bonus. 
In my opinion, it will be extremely unfare to call upon one party i.e. the employers 
to bring out their share of the incentive payment unless the workers arc also 
called upon to bring to the hotch-pot their share of the incentive. That will 
mean that the workers of 6 factories who alone are to share 50% of the incei .ive 
payment among themselves should disgorge whatever they have got under the 
arbitration award so that that amount as weU as the amount of the employers’ share 
should be distributed among the workers of all the factories of the A. C- C. 
Companies to the extent of the allocable surplus i.e. 60 per cent. It seems to rr.e, how¬ 
ever, that this is not what is legally required. The Incentive payment cannot be 
treated to be part of the gross profits so that an attempt should be made to 
calculate the net profits in accordance with the method laid down in the Payment 
ot Bonus Act. The payment was an incentive payment and, when arbitrators 
have awarded 50% of the payment to the workers of 6 factories, the workers of 
other factories cannot be held to be entitled to have any part of it as bonus. In 
these circumstances, I hold that the claim of the Federation to bonus out of the 
amount of 6-77 lakhs is unjustified This claim is, therefore, disallowed. 

33- Point No. Vlll. Can any amounts be separately held lo haae been capital 
and reserves far the business in Pakistan which has now ceased to erist? 

There is no material to show that the business in Pakistan had a separate 
capital and separate reserves- The business was in existence at the commence¬ 
ment of the accounting year, 1964-65, and the entire business was discontinued 
about months prior to the last date of that accounting year i.e. on the 12th 
March. 1965. The audited balancesheet as of the 31st July, 1965 does not show 
any decrease in paidup capital and reserves as compared v/ith the position on 
the 1st August, 1964, This indicates strongly that there were no separate paid up 
capital or re.serves for the Pakistan busines.s. 

No provision In the Payment of Bonus Act has been brought to my notice 
which lays down any method for adjustment of paid up capital and reserves of 
a company so far as business outside India is concerned. This also shows that 
the legislature did not contemplate that there would be separate paid-up capital 
and separate reserves of a company for its bu.siness outside India. I hold accord¬ 
ingly. 

34. Point No. IX. What amount is deductible from the gross profits as direct! 
ta,r which the employers are liable to Pay for the accounting year for their income, 
profits and gains during that year under section 6(c) of the Payment of Bonus Act? 

According to my findings, calculation has been made as to the amount ol direct 
lax which the employers are liable to pay for their income, profits and gains 
during the accounting year. It has been found to be Rs. 17'7.99 lakhs. This is 
therefore held to be the amount of direct tax 

3.5- Point No. X. Is the company entitled to any set of] under secUou 15 of the 
Act : — 

Before I can answer this question, it will be necessary for me to calculate 
what amount can be held to be the allocable surplus in this case. 
For the purpose of this calculation, I propose to take the calculation 
of bonus given bv both parties in Ext. MWl(a) and also to give my 
findings. The chart as prepared by me in separate sheets is attached 
to this av.'ard. The chart lor the year 19G4-G5 shows that there is no 
surplus at all in the amount ol profits. There is, therefore, no question 
of the company being in a position to pay any bonus to the workmen. 
They had, hov^iever, to pay under section 10 of the Payment ot Bonus 
Act 4% of the salary and/or wages earned by the employers during 
this accounting year as minimum bonus. Having already paid 7% of 
the salary and/or wages of the employees, they have nothing fuither 
to pay. 

36. The que.stlon which now remair is whether the company is entitled under 
section 15(2) of the Payment of Bonus Act to any set off. That sub-section 
reads ;— 

“15(2) Where for any accounting year, there is no available surplus or the 
allocable surplus in re.spect of that year falls short of the amount of 
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minimum bonus payable to the employees In the establishment under 
section 10, and there is no amount or sufficient amount carried forward 
and set on under sub-section (1) which could be utilised for the 
purpose of payment of the minimum bonus, then, such minimum 
amount or the deficiency, as the case may be, shall be carried forward 
for being set off In the succeeding accounting year and so on up to 
and inclusive of the fourth accounting year in the manner illustrated 
in the Fourth Schedule”. 

37- There has been a controversy between the parties on the question whether 
the employers paid the bonus to their employees voluntarily and gratuitously or 
at the request qf the employees- In iny opinion, this controversy is completely 
beside the point. In view of the words of the section, it is clear that the employ¬ 
ers must pay the minimum bonus to the employees in an accounting year in which 
there is no available surplus or no sufficient allocable surplus at all. That was 
just the position In that accounting year. The employers have, therefore, paid 
the minimum bonus. According to section 15(2) of the Act, the employers would 
be entitled to a set-off in the succeeding accounting year and so on upto and 
inclusive of the fourth accounting year to the extent of the amount of the defi¬ 
ciency in the payment of the minimum bonus. The mlnimu)n bonus payable for 
this accounting year, 1963-64 has been calculated to have been Rs. 23..90 lakhs- 
The deficit being ’much larger, the whole of this minimum bous he, Rs. 23.90 lakhs 
will have to be carried forward for being set off. 

1965-66 

38. I now take up the question of quantum of bonus payable for the year 
1965-66. I will discuss the points relating to this accounting year under the same 
headings as for the year 1964-65. 

Point No. I. —My answer for the year 1966-66 is the same as that in the case 
of 1964-65, 

Point No. II .— This point does not arise for the year 1965-60 as the business in 
Pakistan ceased to exist before the commencement of this year. 

Point, III. —So far as this point is concerned, my dcci.sion is the same as 
that in the case of 1964-65. As I have already mentioned, the companies claim to 
a deduction of the sums of Rs. 3.3.77 and Rs. 195.73 lakhs In this year as subsidy 
is disallowed. 

Point No. IV. —This point does not arise in ,so far as this accounting year Is 
concerned. 

Point Nos- V and VI. —My decision on thi.s point of thi.s ear is Ihc same as 
that in the year 1964-65. 

Point No. VII — Thi.s point does not arise for this accoiintinQ year. 

Point No. VIII. —M.y decision lor this accounting year is the sane as that in 
the case of the accounting year 1964-6.5. 

Point No- IX. —According to my findings, calculation has been made a.s to the 
amount of direct tax which the employers are liable to pay lor their income, 
profits and gains during this accounting year. It has been found to be Rs. 354.07 
lakhs. I hold accordingly- 

Point No. X. —Before I can an.swer this question it will bo necessary for me 
to cahulate what amount can be held to be the allocable surplus in this case. 
For the purpo.se of this calculation, I propose to take the calculations of bonus 
given by both parties in Ext. MW2 (b) and al.so to give my findings. The chart 
as prepared by me in separate .sheet Is alt.iched to this award- The chart for the 
year ] 965-66 shows that the available surplus comes to Rs. 62 07 lakhs. The 
allocable surplus at 60% of the available surplus comes to Rs. .37-42 lakhs, Set 
off has to be deducted to the extent of the amount carried over from the last 
accounting vear to be set off which Is Rs. 2.3.90 lakh.s. The net allocable surplus 
is, therefore, Rs. 13-52 lakhs. Bonus which has been paid for this accounting year 
amounts to Rs. 43.60 lakhs, but I am not concerned with the whole of that amount 
because that amount was paid on the basis of 7% of the salary and/or wages. 
The amount vidth which I am concerned with is the amount of minimum bonus 
paid on the basis of 4% of the salary and/or wages- The amount of minimum 
bonus which was paid by the company to the employees was a sum of Rs. 26*72 
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lalchs. From this amount has to he deducted the total amount of net allocable 
surpluB at Rb. 13,52 lakhs. After this deduction, the balance which remains is 
Rs. 13.20 lakhs. This Is the amount which wUl now be carried forward to the 
succeeding accounting year and so on up to and Inclusive of the fourth accounting 
year for being set off. 

39, This is my award for the bonus payable by the employers to the employees 
of the Associated Cement Companies Limited, for the years 1964-65 and 1965-66. 
Let a copy of this award be submitted to the Central Government under section 15 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. 


Sd./- Kamla Sahai, 

Presiding Officer. 



Computation of Gross Profit for the accounting year ended 31st July, ifSy, as per Ute S^umd Sthedide of the Payment of Borms Act, ipSy 




Amount computed by the Amount computed by the Amount accepted by bmb Amount accepted by me 
two Federations in lacs company in Ubs parties in lacs (Tribunal) in lacs 


1 Net Profit as per Profit and loss 

account , , , . 

2 Add back provision for : 

(a) Bonus .... 

Amount paid towards ofBcers 
superannuation . . . 12*37 

({’) Depredation 

(c) Direa taxes, induding the 
provisions (if any) for previous 
accounting years . 

Income tax deducted at source 
on dividend and interest on 
Investment .... 

(d) Development Rebate Reserve 
(c) Any other Reserv'e 

Totaj. of itEM No. 2 . 

Total of item No. i & 2 

3 Add back also 1 

(a) Bonus paid in respect of pre¬ 
vious accounting year . , — 

(b) Donations in excess of the 
amount admissible for Income- 

Tax . , , . . 


170*18 


170-18 


44*05 

299*36 

202* 60 

2-28 204*88 

84*20 


44*05 

299*36 

202*60 

2*28 204*88 

84*20 


632*49 


632*49 

802*67 


0*57 


0*57 
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C ) Any annuity due or conunuted 
value of any annoiiy paid tmder 
the provision of section 2 S 0 D 
of the Income Tax Act during 
the Accounting year 

(if) Capital expenditure (other 
than capital expenditure on 
sdentific research which is 
allowed as a deduction under 
any law for the time being in 
force relating to direct capital) 
and capital losses (other than 
losses on sale of capital assets 
on which depredation has been 
allowed for Income Tax of 
agricultural Income-Tax 

(e) Losses of, cr expenditure re¬ 
lating to any business situated 
outsuie India . . . 6'86 

TOTiL OFITEM No, 3 , 

ToTAt OF item No. 1 ,3 & 3 , 

4 Add also Income, profits or gains (if 
any) credited directly to reserves . 

( 1 ) Capital receipts and capital 
profits (including profits 
or the sale of capital assets 
on which depreciation has 
not been allowed for income- 
tax or agricultural income- 
tax) 

(if) Profits of, and receipts 
relating to any business 
situated outside India 
(iii) Income of foreign concern 
from investments outside 
India) - 

Tot.u. of item No. 4 


5 Total of item No. i, 2, 3 & 4 



J(u)] lUIi G.AZETTE OF INDU; SEPTEMBER 13 I Jol/ .iHADRA 22, 1891 395 





Amount compoted by Amount computed by 
the two Federations in Iks the company m lacs 


Amount accepted by both Amount actspted by me 
parties in lacs (Tribunal) in lacs. 


6 Deduct :— 

(o) Capital receipts and capi¬ 
tal profits (other thin 
profit on the sale of assets 
on which depreciation has 
been allowed for income- 
tax or agricultural income- 
tax .... 

(fi) Profit of, and receipts 
relating to, any business 

situated outside India - 49'i3 

(c) Income of foreign con¬ 
cerns from investments 
outside India . 

{d) E.xpenditure or losses (if 
any) debited directly to 
reserve other than : 

(0 Capital expenditure 
and capital losses (other 
than losses on sale of 
capital assets on which 
depreciation has not been 
-allowed for income-tax 
or agricultural income 
tax .... 

(n) Losses of any business 
situated outside India . 

(Jii) Net payments from 
Works welfare benefit 
reserve 

(to) Debenture issue ex¬ 
penses 




29-&8 


0'08 

29-88 


0-o8 

29-96 
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(i) In case of foreign concern 
prc^rtionate administiative 
(over-head) expenses of Head 
Office allowable to Indian busi¬ 
ness 


(/) Refund of anj' direct tax 
payable m any previous account¬ 
ing years, and excess provisionsj 
if any, or previotis accounting 
yearrdatmg to bonus, deprecia¬ 
tion, taxation or development 
rebate or development allow¬ 
ance, il' VrTitten back | . t ■ 

Cg) Subsidy, if any received from 
^Government or from any body 
'corporate established by any 
law for the time being in 

force ..... i 


Total ol item No. 6 


7 Gross profit for purpases cl bonus 
(item No. 5 ininii, item No, ’ 6 ) 
as per the Second Schedule 

Less ■—Sums deductable undersec- 
tion 6 of the Payment of Bonus 
Act, 1965 : 

(a) ({) Depreciation under sub¬ 
section (i) of section 32 of 
the Income Tax Act, 
1961 



292-44 


293-44 
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Amount computed by the Amount computed by Amount accQited by both Amount accepted by me 
two Federations in lacs the company in lacs parties in lara (Tribuniil) in Iscs 


(if) Allowance in respect of 
scientific Reseaich under 
iurtiou 35 of .'he Income- 


Tax Act, 1961 



8-52 

£ 52 


(6) D-v'!"pmear Rebate ■ 



112-36 

112-26 


(c) Dhtct taxes . • 

230-01 

129-54 


177-99 


(d) Return at 8-5% on paid up 
capital .... 

138-12 

162*11 


162-11 


Ce) Return ar6% on Reserve as at 
T-8-64 (Total re.sf.rre Rs. 
1276*53 lakhs minus dividend 

Rt. 23 S *9otakhs*=Rs. 1,047-63 
lakhs 

r6-i6 

76-59 


62 86 

816-18 

Deficit .... 





78-56 

Allocable surplus—60% 





NIL 


I Net Profit as pet Profit and loss 
account ..... 


3 Add back provision for : 

'i (a) (i) Bonus .... 

(fO Amount paid towards officers 

supers rmUation 13*88 


' 7 t- 


45*00 


187-94 


45-CO 


(b) Pepreciation 


335*17 


335*17 
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(c) Direct taxes, including the 
provisions (if any) for previous 
accounting years . 

Income tax dcdncted at source 
on dividend and interest on 
investment .... 

id) Development Rebate Reserve 

ie) Expansion Reserve 

(/) Any other reserve • 
Total of ithm No. 2 . 


Total of Item No. i & 2 

3 Add back also i 

id) Bonus paid in respect of pre¬ 
vious accounting year . 

( 6 ) Donatirnin excess of (hu 
amount admissible for Income- 
Tax . . . * • 

(c) Any annuity due or commuted 
value ot any annuitv paid under 
the provj'-ioa of section 2 S 0 D 
of the Income Tax Act during 
the accounting ''c-ar 
id) Coitalexnendicure other than 
capital expenditure on scientific 
research which is allowed as a 
deduction under any law for the 
time being in force renting ta 
dire<t taxes) and capital losses 
(ojper than losses on sale of 
capital asset in wteh depreici- 
ation has been allowed for 
income-tax or agricultural' 
income-tax 


339-83 

2 - 4 ; 3ia'3i 
93-98 
96 66 


O’OS 



12*55 


12-55 
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Amount computed by the Amount computed by tlie Amount accepted by both Amount accepted by me 
two Federations in lacs company in lacs parties in lacs (Tribunal) m lacs 


(e) Loses of, or espendimre 
relating to any business situ¬ 
ated outside India 


Total of iteivi No. 3 


Total of item No. i, 2 & 3. 

4 Add also income,profits or gains (if 
any) credited directly to reserves. 

(i) Capital receipts and capital 
profits (including profits on the 
sale of capital assets on w-bich 
depreciation has not been 
allowed for income-tax or agri- 
cnlrural income-tax) 

(ti) Profits) of a nd receipts relat¬ 
ing to any business situated 
outside India 


(tit) Income of foreign concern 
from investmcnis outside India, 


(fn) Net accerlion to Works Wel¬ 
fare Benefit. 


Total of item No, 4 


0-42 


0-05 


0'47 


0-42 


0'05 


13- 63 


1083'69 


0-47 
1084' 16 


5 Total of Item No. i, 2,3 & 4 
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6 Deduct ; 


(a) Capital receipts and capital 
profits (other than profit on the 
sale of assets on which depre¬ 
ciation has been allowed for 
incotne-tas or agricultural in¬ 
come-tas. 

(h) Profit of, and receipts relat¬ 
ing to, any business situated 
outside India 

(c) Income of foreign concerns 
from investments outside India 

id) Expenditure or losses (if any) 
debited directly to reserve 
other than. ; 

(0 Capital expenditure and 
capital losses (other than 
losses on sale of capital 
assets on which deprecia¬ 
tion has not been allowed 
for income-tax or agricul¬ 
tural income-tax, 

(s) Losses of any business 
situated outside India. 

(e) In case of foreign concern 
proportionate administrative 
(overhead) expenses of Head 
Office allowable to Indian bus i- 
ness- 

(f) Refund of any direct tax pay- 
ablein any previous accounting 
years, and excess provisions, 
if any, or previous accounting 
year relating to bonus, depre¬ 
ciation taxation or development 
rebate or development allow¬ 
ance, if written back. 
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Amount computed by 
the two federations 
in lacs 

(g) Subsidy, if any received from 
Government or any body corpo¬ 
rate established by any 
1 aw for the ti me being inforce. 

(f) Snbsidy allowed by Govern¬ 
ment in the cement prire 
earmarked for development 
and rehabditatiorL 
in) Subsidy allowed by Govt, 
in the cement price earmark¬ 
ed for expansion. 

Total of item No. 6 

7 Gross profit for purposes of bonus 
(item No. 5 minus item No. 6) as 
per the Second Schedule. 

Less : Sum s deductable undar sec¬ 
tion 6 of the Payment of Bonus 

Act, 196s 

(a) (i) Depreciaticfli tinder sub¬ 

section (1) of section 32 of 
the Income-tax Act, i^i. 

(ii) Allowance in respect of 
scientific research under 
section 35 of the Income- 
Tax Act, 1061 

(b) Development Rebate 

(c) Directtaxes 361-71 

(d) Return at 8-5% on paid up 

capital 148 ■ 94 

(e) Return at 6% on Reserve as 
at i-S-64 (Total Reserve Rs. 

1276-53 lakhs minus dh-idend 
Rs. 228-90 lakhs— 

Rs. 1,047-63 lakhs 5-87 


Available surplus—60% 

Allocable surplus—6 q% of the above 


Amount accepted by 
me (Tribunal) in bcs 


306-47 


9-15 

125-30 

354-07 

172-93 


1084-16 


- 1022-09 

62-07 

_ 37-42 

[No. 17/5/66-LR-IV.l 
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New Delhi, the 1st September 1969 

S.O. 3102.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
'Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, In the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relatipn to the Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Post Office Kothagudem, Andhra Pradesh and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 25th August, 1969. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) AT HYDERABAD 
Present; 

Shri Mohammad Naimuddin, M.A., B.L., Chairman, Industrial Tribunal, 
Hyderabad. 

Industrial Disputes Nos. 38 and 48 of 1968 


Between ; 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., Kothagudem Collieries, 

Andhra Pradesh, 

And 

Employers of Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., Kothagudem Collieries, 

Andhra Pradesh. 

Appearances: 

Sri M. Komanah, General Secretary of the Singareni Collieries Workers’ 
Union, Kothagudem, for the two claimants in the two Disputes. 

Messrs. K. Srinivasamurthy, Secretary of Federation of A. P. Chambers of 
Commerce and Industry, and M. V. Ramakrishna Rao, Asst. Personnel 
Officer, S, C, Coy, Ltd., for the employees in the two Disputes. 

AWARD 

It is convenient and feasible to dispose of these two Industrial Disputes by a 
single award. These two disputes were referred to me by the Government of 
India in its Ministry of Labour, Employment &. Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment). Tliat in I.D. No. 38/68 was referred by Order No. 
7/1/68-LR II dated 22nd June, 1968. The is.suc as per Schedule appended thereto 
is this; — 

Whether the Management of the Singareni Colliencs Company Ltd., Post 
Office Kothagudem Collieries, (Andhra Pradesh) was justified in 
terminating the services of Shri M. Dharma Raj, Welder, main Work- 
-shop, Kothagudem Collieries, with effect from 27th -Tuly, 1947? If 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 

The dispute in I.D. No. 48/68 wa.s referred by Order No, 7/3/68-LBII dated 28th 
August, 1960. The i.ssue as per Schedidc thereto is thi.s: — 

Whether the action nl the Management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Kothagudem, in terminating the .services of Shri Gulam 
Mohamnad Sufl, Welder, main Workshop, with effect from 14th 
December, 1967 was justified? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled? 

The Singareni Collieries Workers Union tbiough its General Secretaiy is party 
to both tile references. The statement of claim in each case was filed by and 
under the signature ot Mr M. Komanah. General Secretary of the Workers Union. 
The other party to the two references is the Management, Singarem, Collieries 
Company Ltd. The counLer in each case v/as filed by and under the ‘ignnlure of 
Mr, M. Vasudevan, Deputy General Manager. 

2. By order dated 23rd May, 1901 Ohaimaiai who is the claimant in I.D. No. 
38/68 wa ' appointed as “apprentice welder with Category III emoluments in the 
main workshop for a period of two years”. By subsepuent order dated 2,'ltli July, 
1963 Dharmaraj was appointed a.s “apprentice welder veith Category IV emolu¬ 
ments in the main workshop for a further period of two years”. In both the above 
orders it is .staled that “his nb.sorption in the Company’s scm'iee v/oidd depend 
upon his .suitability and availability of vacancies”. There was a third order dated 
28th July, 1965. According to it, “the services of Shri M. Dharmaraj, Category 
IV apprentice welder, mam workshop. Kothagudem, is extended for two years 
with effect from 26th July, 1965”. By letter dated 28th June, 1967 Dharmaraj was 
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informed that his "temporary appointment as apprentice welder” would be com¬ 
pleting by 20th July and that thereafter his name would be removed from the 
rolls of the Company with effect from 27th July. It is stated in the statement of 
claim.s filed on behalf of Dharmaraj that he was a qualified welder, that he was 
appointed as welder and that he had worked as such upto 26th July, 1967 and 
that he was removed from service with effect from 27th July, This action on 
the part of the Management is characterised as discriminatory in that several 
trade apprentice welders and I.T.I. trained welders who had been taken qs 
apprentices in the years 1963 and 1964, have been absorbed permanently in the 
employ of the Company. It is claimed that the Company should similarly absorb 
Dharmaraj, It is pointed out that although the orders appointing him had refer¬ 
red to him as apprentice welder, he had in fact worked as welder, that the said 
de.^ienation was mentioned m the pay sheets and that he had also been earning 
annual increments in Category IV wages. The prayer is for reinstatement with 
retrospective effect with back wase.s. 

3. The Management filed counter to say that It was only as apprentice welder 
that DiiarmsraJ was taken a.s per the three orders mentioned above and that 
therelore was no question of his being an employee as such in the service of the 
Company. It is explained that what was terminated by order dated 28th June, 
1967 was not his services as employee but his period of apprenticeship. It is 
denied that Dharmaraj was working as a welder. It is pointed out that there was 
no obligation on the part of the Management to absorb apprentices and to take 
them into the regular employment of the Company. Since according to the 
Management it was not a case of removing Dharmaraj from service, it is pointed 
out that any question did not arise of )ustlfication or othewise of "termination of 
his .services”. It is further pointed out that the reference “seems to have been 
made on a mistaken impression” that the Management had terminated his ser¬ 
vices a.s an employee, and therefore the reference "ought to be rejected on this 
ground alone.” Lastly, It is stated that if Dharmaraj was found suitable and 
up to the mark “he would have been recruited or taken as a permanent employee 
subject to vacancies". The suggestion seems to be that Dharmaraj was not found 
suitable at the end of six years. 


4. B.y order dated 27 August, 1963 Culam Mohaipmad Sofi who is the claimant 
in I.D. No. 48/68 was appointed a.s “apprentice welder on category IV emolu¬ 
ments". By order dated I4th December, 1967 he was informed that the Company 
had thereby “terminated his apprenticeship”. It is stated therein that as per 
Clause 13(a) (ii) of the Certified Standing Orders of the Company he is given 16 
days notice effective from 1.5th December and that on the expiry of the said 
period of 15 da,ys his services would "automatically stand terminated”, i.e., as from 
30th December, 1967. It is staled hi the statement of claims that Sofi was a 
qua'ified welder, that although the order of appointment stated that he was being 
appointed y.s apprentice welder, he was in fact working as a welder. It is pointed 
out that he was described as welder in the pay-sheets and that he had been re¬ 
ceiving annual Increments in Category TV. It claimed that hi.s appointment 
vras neither t' apoiary nor for any specified period and that therefore termination 
of his service- after a continuous period of service for about five years was ille¬ 
gal. The action of die Management in this behall is characterised as discrimina¬ 
tory in that tho^e who had been appointed in the subsecfuenl years, vir., in the 
yea.s 1963 and 19G4, had been abiorbed ..■s permanent weldeis in the employ of 
the Company. It therefore imamrl that the Company be directed to reinstate 
the claimant -"/ith back wages with cTect from Ist Janu..'ry, 1968. 


5. The Management filed counter to sav that Gulam Mohammad Sofi was only 
taken as an apprentice in order to enable him to team work as an apprentice “till 
his apprenticeship was terminated by an office order dated 14th December, 1967”. 
It is denied that lie was an employee of the Company, and it is staled that the 
reference “seems to have been made on a mistaken impression” that the Manage¬ 
ment had terminated his services a.s an employee. That being so, it is pointed 
out that “the question of going into justification or otherwise of his termination 
does not ari.se”. It is therelore requested that “on this ground alone the reference 
ought to be rejected”, The counter proceeds further to say that on merit,, also 
there was no case for the Tribunal to interfere, It is pointed out that in that Sofi 
was “appointed as an apprentice welder, it implie.s that he was not qualified to be 
a welder at the time of his appointment and the appointment was Intended to 
enable him to learn the trade”. It is further pointed out that in many instances 
the period erf apprenticeship exceeds five years and more and therefore there was 
“nothing unusual if Sri Sofi was retained for over four years”. The allegation of 
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discrlniiiiatory treatment is denied. It is slated that It was only the I.T.I. candi¬ 
dates who wei'e recruited subsequently that were absorbed in the permanent em¬ 
ploy of the Company. As to the reason why the I.T.I. candidates were absorbed 
ptriTianently into employment and as to why that was not done in tbe case of Soli, 
it IS explained as follows; — 

Since Sn Soft was still a learner at the time of appointing I.T.I, candidates, 
and has not attained any proficiency, naturally his case could not be 
con.sidered for absorbing him in the vacancies that occurred at that 

time. If Sri Soft was found suitable, he would have 

been recruited or taken as permanent employee subject to vacancies 


Ta.stly, it IS stated that as a matter of fact a large number of welders was surplus 
and therefoie the Management was not in a position to take Soft Into service of 
the Company. 

6 . When these two disputes came up for enquiry, a joint memo was filed by 

Mr. K. Srinivasamurthy for the Management and by Mr. M. Kumariah for the 
two claimants that one batch of evidence may be taken in both the disputes, I 
had said at the inception that it is convenient and feasible to dispose of both the 
disputes by a single award. The material aspects in both the disputes are similar. 
One batch of evidence has been recorded. There would be this single award in 
both the disputes One witness was examined for the Management in both the 
cases. He is S- Kameswararao, Mechanical Engineer at the main workshop of 
the Company at Kothagudem. Exs. Ml to M9 were marked on the side of the 
Management. Three witnesses were examined on the side of the two claimants. 
W.W.l is M. Pharmaraj who is the claimant in I.D. No. 38/68, W.W.2 is Gulam 

Mohammad ;ioii wno is the claimant in I.D. No. 48/68. W.W.3 is one G. Laxmiah 
who is working as a welder in the mam workshop of the Company at Kothagudem. 
Exs. W1 to W30 were itiarked on the side of the claimants. I would refer to the 
relevant documents during discussion. I heard arguments of Mr. K. Srinivasa- 
niurthv for the Management and of Mr. M. Kumariah for the two claimants, 
Dharmaraj and Soft- 

7. Ex. Ml dated 23rd May, 1961 is the order by which Dharmaraj was first 
appointed as apprentice weldgr with Category III emolumeiits in the main work- 
sliop for a period of two years. Ex. M2 dated 26th July, 1963 is the succeeding 
order by which Dharmaraj was again appointed as apprentice welder for a period 
of two years, but this time it being with Category IV emolurnenls Ex. M3 dated 
26th July, 1905 IS the third order by which the services of Dharmaraj were 
'■extendi fbr two years with effect from 25th July 1965” as apprentice welder 
in Category IV. Ex. Ma dated 28th June. 1967 is the order by which Dharmaraj 
was told that his “temporary appointment as apprentice welder” for two years 
would be complete by 26th July and that his name would be removed from the 
rolls of the Company with effect from the said date. It is seen from these docu¬ 
ments that Dharmaraj was thus in the service of the Company as Welder for a 
little over six years. It will also be noted that throughout he had been referred 
to In thoae documents as apprentice welder. By Ex. M6 dated 29th August, 1903 
Gulam Mohammad Sofl was appointed as apprentice welder on Category IV 
emoluments to ■'"Jik in the main workshop. It will be noted that any period is 
not specified in Ex. M6. By Ex. M7 -dated 14th December, 1967 he was informed 
tnat his apprenticeship was thereby terminated, it being 15 days notice under 
Standing Order No. 13(a) (ii) of the Standing Orders of the Company. It will 
be seen that Sofl was in service for a little less than 41 jmars. 

8 In the main, what is required to be determined i.s what was the status or 
position of Dharmaraj and Sofl when by Ex, M4 dated 28th June, 1967 the former 
was told that his name would be removed from the rolls of the Company with 
effect from 27th July and when by Ex. M7 dated 14th December, 1967 the latter 
was given notice under Standing Order No. 13(a) (ii) and was told that thereby 
his apprenticeship was being terminated. It will be noticed that both of them 
were in Category. IV as Welders at the time their services were terminated by 
Exs. M4 and M7 respectively. Even from the inception Sofl. was taken on Category 
IV emoluments. During the last four years of his service Dharmaraj was in 
Category IV, whi’e in the first two years he was in Category III. There is thus 
the fact that both Dharmaraj and Sofl were taken as Welders in specified cate¬ 
gories. On the other hand there is the circumstance that in the various orders 
I have referred to in the paragraph above they are referred to as apprentice welders. 
The question is how to resolve the situation created by the above mentioned fact 
and the circumstance. If we are dealing with an apprentice as such, then there 
would be no ouestion of his being an employee of the Company, and therefore 
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there would be no question of termination of employment. If there is no question of 
termination of employment, then any question of justification of the same cannot 
be canvassed. If on the other hand it could be said to be a case of Dharmaraj 
and Sofi being in the employment of the Company, then it would mean that by 
orders Exs, M4 and M7 their services were being terminated; and, in that event, 
the justification of the same could be canvassed. It will be noted that in the 
counters it filed the Management had taken the stand that, as they were more 
anprentiies learning a trade, it was not a case of removing them from service 
and that, inasmuch as the issue in each case was justification or otherwise of re¬ 
moving them from service, the reference Itself would not be LOmpetcnt. The an.s- 
wer to this particular plea would depend upon the finding 1 would give on the 
question whether at the time the orders Exs. M4 and M7 were passed Dharmaiaj 
and Sofi were only apprentices as such or they should be deemed to be in the 
employment of the Company. If the latter, the reference would be competent. 

9. Dharmaraj (W.W.l) stated from the witness box that he was working as 
welder and that he was working as such in the erection work and also in the 
aerial roije way. He denied the suggestion in cross-examination that he was mere¬ 
ly assisting the welders w’hen wmrk on the aerial rope way was going on. He 
also said that he was one of the ten welders in the erection work of the power 
house. Earlier in his evidenee-in-chief the witness had said that the Company 
had put him to a trade te.st when flr,st he was appointed in the year 1961. There is 
an Institution called Model Blacksmithy Centre at Khammam run by the Depart¬ 
ment of Industries and Commerce, Andhra Pradesh. Ex, W1 dated 1st May, 1961 
is certificate from that Institution to Dharmaraj that he had undergone training 
for eleven months there in blacksmithy, turning and welding. It will be noted 
that this certificate was prior to Ex- Ml dated 23rd May. Ex. W2 is a regular offi¬ 
cial certificate, a sort of degree, to the same effect. It therefore means that at the 
time he was first appointed by Ex. MI dated 23rd May, 1661, Dharmaraj had 
previoas training as welder. Gulam Mohammad Sofi (W.W.2) stated from the 
witness box that he had even from the inception worked independently as welder 
in the tub section and that later when he was sent to Yellandu in 1965 he worked 
as we’der in the tub section there. He denied the suggestion in cross-examination 
that he was not given Independent welding work and that he was merely assisting 
the regular welders or was doing only ro\jgh weldipg jobs, Like Dharmaraj, Sofi 
also had been through the Model Blacksmithy at Khammam. Ex. W13 dated 20th 
March, 1963 is certificate to say That Soft had received training in that (Centre in 
blacksmithy, turning and welding for a period of eleven months. Ex. W14 is the 
regular official certificate in that behalf, like Ex. W2 which Dharmaraj had pro¬ 
duced in respect of himself. It means that Sofi also had previou.s training as 
welder at the time he was first appointed by Ex, M6 dated 29th August, 1963. The 
witness said that he was given trade test when he was first appointed. W,W.3 is 
one Lakshmlah who is a Welder in the main workshop of the Company at 
Kothagudem. He testified that both Dharmaraj and Soft were working indepen¬ 
dently as Welders and that he had assisted when they were given trade test. Ho 
denied the suggestion in cross-examination that he did not so as.si.st. As I said, 
Dharmaraj and Soft had already training as welders. Therefore it was not un¬ 
likely that they were given trade test when they were appointed as apprentice 
welders. 

10. More than what W.Ws. 1, 2 and 3 had testified, it is the testimony of M.W.l, 
Kameswara Rao, that is significant. He i.s Mechanical Engineer at the main work¬ 
shop of the Company at Kothagudem. He stated that Dharmaraj and Sofi were 
apprentices till the last, that apprentices were not given re.gulai' welding work and 
that in order to enable them to learn the work they are given some rough kind of 
welding work which did not involve any precision. We had it from M.W.l that 
apprentices, whether general apprentices or trade apprentices, are not given emolu¬ 
ments in any particular category but that they get stipend during the period of 
apprenticeship it being Hs, .'in for the general apprentice and Rs. 60 for the trade 
apprentice. The following is wh,it M.W.l said in cross-examination: — 

In the case of Dharmaraj what was paid to him was not stipend, and we 
allowed him wages in Category III and later in Category IV In lieu 
of stipend at the request of his father. Dharmaraj was getting bonus 
and other benefits which other workers got. Stipend apprentices arc 
not paid any benefits. In the pay-sheets of 1964 Dharmaraj is shown 
as apprentice welder. In the years 1966 and 1967 until his removal, 
he is shown as welder in the pay-sheets. Except Dharmaraj and Sofi, 
I am not aware of any apprentice welders being paid category wages 
at the same time. There were none such. 
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Later in cross-examination M.’W.l said about Soft that he was shown as welder m 
the pay sheets of the years 1966. 1967, that Ex. Wll is the bonus card for him and 
that Ex. W12 is his provident fund slip. The witness proceeded to state further as 
follows; — 

Except Dharmaraj and Soft who were getting category emoluments, the other 
apprentices were getting stipend. Both of them were getting incre¬ 
ments. 

The witness proceeded to state in cross-examination that except Dharmaraj and 
Soft, all apprentices, whether trade apprentices or general apprentices, had signed 
indenture forms and that Dharmaraj and Soil were being given ail benefits that 
were being given to permanent workers. The witness also added that any trade 
apprentice or general apprentice was not given any benefit that was given to 
Dharmaraj and Soft. 

11. It j.s clear from the testimony of the Mechanical Engineer (M.W.l) that in 
every respect Dharmaraj and Soft were on the rolls of the Company as regular 
welder-employees. It is true that in Exs. Ml to M4 and in Exs. M6 and M7 
Dharmaraj and Soil are repeatedly referred to as apprentice welder. I do not think 
that being so referred would detract from the basic fact that in every other respect 
they were on the rolls of the Company as regular employees as welders. They 
were not apprentices as such at the point of time the order Ex. M4 was passed in. 
respect of Dharmaraj and the order Ex. M7 was passed in respect of Son, Those 
two orders were without doubt instances of termination of services. I will say 
that there was no justification in terminating their services by the orders Exs. M4 
and M7. Any reason, much iess any valid one, is not given in either document for 
the action taken. It i.s stated in the counters filed oy the Management that 
Dharmaraj and Soft were not found upto the mark and therefore they were not 
absorbed in regular employment and their services were terminated. Such is not 
the reason given either in Ex. M4 or in Ex. M7. It was also pleaded by the 
Management, the same having been stated from the witness box by the Mechanical 
Engineer (M.W.l), that there was surplus of welders and therefore there was 
no room for absorbing Dharmaraj and Sofi m permanent employment. If there 
was surplus of welders, the Management had the remedy to retrench the surplus 
personnel with due regard to the principle of last come first go. But the alleged 
surplus of personnel is not a ground for arbitrarily, such being the nature of the 
orders Exs. M4 and M7, terminating the services of Dharmaraj and Soft. 
The case of the Management is not that the orders Exs. M4 and 
M7 were passed as a measure of retrenchment. The Management filed the Trades¬ 
men Agreement Ex. M9 which deals with fixation of cadre strength in each de¬ 
partment. That may be so in respect of cadre strength in any particular depart¬ 
ment, but, as admited by M.W.l in cross-examination, that document is not in 
respect of appointments. 


12. So far as Soil i.s concerned, it wa,s argued by Mr. Srinivasomurthy that his 
was a case of discharge simplicitor, and that therefore the same cannot be ques¬ 
tioned, Standing Order 13(a) of the Standing Orders of the Company deals with 
“termination of employment”. It is provided that employment could be terminated 
by the Management or by the employee bv one month’s notice in writing for the 
monthly staff and two wcek.s notice for other employees, If, as contended by the 
Management, Soft was only un apprentice, the question of any such notice did not 
arise. It was only on the assumption that he was an apprentice welder that such 
a notice was given. But on that assumption such a notice was not necessary. But 
TIT there is a notice under sub-clause (a) (ii) of Standing Order No. 13, 

the Management cannot now turn round during arguments and say that the notice 
m duestimi should be treated as discharge simplicitor. Mainly, the question is 
whether Dharmaraj and Soft were only apprentices as .such at the point.s of time 
the oiders Exs. M4 and M7 arc passed or whether they were in the regular em- 
C^pany. My finding is that they were in regular employment 
of the Company. There wa.s no justification for terminating their services. 


under the issue m I.D. No. 38/68 U that the Management wag 
27 th h the services of Dharmaraj, Welder, with effect from 

J Management is directed to take him back into 

^®^i^n®P®ctive effect with back wages and attendant benefits My 
48/68 is that the action of the Management in 
of Gulam Mohammad Sofi, Welder by order dated 14th 
December. 1967 was not justified. That being so. the Man^ement is toe^ed to 
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take him back into employment with retrospective effect with back wages and 
attendant benefits. 


Award passed accordingly. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal, this the IGth day of August, 
1969. 


(Sd.) M. Najmud»in. 
Industrial Tribunal. 


Appkndix of Evidence 
Witnesses examined for Employers 

Workmen 

W.W.i ; M. Dharmaraj. 

W.W .2 ; Gulam Mohammad Soli. 

W.W .3 : G. Laxmiah. 

M.W, I ■. S, Kameswara Rao, 

Docummu exhibited for Workmen 

Ex. W I ; Certificate dated 1 - 5-61 issued bv the Superintendent of Model Blacksmithy Centre 
Khammam to Dharmaraj. 

Ex. W 2 : Certificate dated 20 - 6-63 issued by the Department of Industries and Commerce 
A.P., in respect of Dharmaraj in Blacksmithy, etc 
Ex. W 3 : Letter dated 1 - 4-65 addressed by the Union to the Company to confirm Mr. Dharmaraj. 
Ex. W 4 ; Reminder dated 20 - 4-65 addressed by the Union to the Management in respect of Ex. W 3 

Ex, W 5 : Reminderdatedi 6 - 5 - 65 addressedbytheUniontotheCompanytomakeconftrmation 
of Mr. Dharmaraj. 

Ex. W 6 : Reminder dated 1 - 6-65 addressed by the Union to the Company for the confirmation 
of Dharmaraj, 

Ex. W 7 ; Do. dated 20 - 6-65 Do. 

Ex. W 8 : Letter dated 8 - 7-67 addressed by the Union to the Company for the Confirmation ol 
Dharmaraj in Category 7 , 

Ex. W 9 : Letter dt. 21 - 8-67 addressedby theUnionto the Asstt. Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Hyderabad for conciliation proceedings as Mr. Dharmaraj was removed from service. 

Ex. W lO : Conciliation proceedings dt. 30 - 12-67 sent to the Govt, of India by the Asst. Labour 
Commissioner (C) Hyderabad for adjudication. 

Ex. Wii : Identity book given by the Company to Mr. Gulam Mohammad Soft. 

Ex. W 12 : Annual statement of provident fund account of Soft. 

Ex. W 13 . Certificate issued by the Superintendent of Model Blacksmithy Centre, Khammam, 
to Mr. Gulam Mohd. Sofi that he has undergone training. 

Ex. W 14 : Certificate issued by the Industries and Commerce, A.P., to tGuIam Mohammad Soli 
in Blacksmithy. 

Ex. W 15 ; Letter dt. 5 - 4-65 addressed by the Company to Sofi and three others referring as 
welders. 

Ex. W 16 : Letter dt. 3 - 12-65 addressed by the Management to Mr, Sofi informing that his 
wages, would be given proportionately on 2 - 12 - 65 . 

Ex. W 17 : Gate pass issued by the Management to Sofi describing him as Welder, 

Ex. W 18 ; Bonus card of Soft for quarter ending 31 - 12 - 64 . 

Ex. W 18 (a) ; Bonus card of Sofi for quarter endmg 30 - 6 - 64 . 

Ex, W 19 : Certificate issued by the Resident Engineer, Patel Engg. Co, Ltd., to Soli 
Ex, W 19 (a): Certificate issued by the Resident Engineer, Patel Engg. Co. Ltd., to Sofi. 

Ex. W 20 ; ideacity book given by the Company to Mr. Dharmaraj. 

Documents exhibited for Employe''! 

Ex. M I : Appointment order dt. 24 - 5-61 of apprentice welder in respect of Dharmaraj with 
category III emoluments. 

Ex, M 2 ; Appointment order dt. 26 - 7-63 of Dharmaraj. 

Ex. M 3 ; Appointment order dt. 26 - 7-65 that Mr. Dharmaraj, Category IV apprentice welder’s 
services were extended for another two years. 
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Ex. M 4 ; Termination order dated 28 - 6-67 in respect of Dharmaraj. 

Ex, M 5 ; Letter dt. 23-7-65 by the Company to the Union stating that Mr. Dharamaraj’s 
Sei vicea stand terminated with ctfcct from 26th July, 1965. 

Ex. M 6 : Appointment order as Apprentice Welder with Category IV emoluments dt. 29 - 8-68 
in respect of G. M. .Soft. 

Ex. M 7 : Termination order of Sofi dt. 14 - 12 - 67 . 

Ex. MS ; Company’s Standing Order?. 

Ex. M 9 : Memo, of Settlement arrived at during conciliation proceedings held on 3 - 2-61 at 
Kothagudem by the Conciliation Officer, Secundrabad. 

(Sd.) M. Najmuddin, 
Industrial Tribunal. 
[No. 7/1/68-LRII.] 

New Delhi, 2nd September 1969. 

S-O. 3703—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Govarnment hereby pubjishes the following award of Shri R. J. 
T. D'Mello, Arbitrator, in the industrial dispute between the raising Contractors of 
Raihara Group of Mines of Bhilai Steel Project, Bhilai, and their workmen re- 
prc.ssnted by Saniyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 22ud Augu.st, 1969- 

In the matter of arbitration under section lOA of the Industrial Disputes Act In 
the iurlustrial dispute between the raising contractors in the Rajhara Group of 
Mines of the Bhilai Steel Project, Bhilai and their workmen regarding iixation of 
norm? of production of the piece rated workers. 

Present 

Shri R. J. T. D’Mello, Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central)- Arbitrator 
Representing employers-. 

1. S/Shrl Manoharlal Jain, 

Por M/s. Manoharlal Jain & Co., Aridongri Mine 
M/s. K. L. Golcha, Dalli Mines, 

M/s. Premraj Gundhar, Kokan Mme.s, 

M/s. Hamirmal .lain, Dalli Mines, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M-P.) 

2. S/Shri Anoopchand Jain, 

For M/s. A. C. & Co-, Dalli Mine.s, 

M/s. N, C- Jain & Co-, Dalli Mines, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt- Durg (M-P.) 

3- S/Shri Murlidhar Lohla, 

For M/s. Adarsh Minerals, Dalli Mines, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M.P.) 

4. S/Shri Pukhraj Jain, 

For M/s- Hindustan Miners, Dalli Mines, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt- Durg (M.p!) 

5- S/Shrl Lakshmilal, 

Transport Contractor, Dalli Mines, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M.P.) 

6 . S/Shrl Tikamchand Jain, 

For M/s. K. C. Jain, Kokan Mines, 

P.O, Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M.P.) 

7. S/Shri N- D. Kamble, KokEin Mines, 

P.O, Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M.P.) 

8. S/Shri S. C. TripathI, Manager, 

Rashtrlya Khadan Mazdoor Sahakarf Samili Ltd., Dalli Mines 
P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M.P.) 

9. S/Shrl S- K. Dutta, Manager, 

Khadan Mazdoor Sahakri Samiti Ltd-, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Dlsti Durg (M.P.) 

Representing workmen: 

1 . S/Shri S. K. Sanyal, President, 

Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (AITUC), 

P.O, Rajnandaon (M.R) 
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2. S/Shrl P. K. Thakur, Vice-President, 

Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (AITUCj, 

3. S/Shrl Prakash Roy, General Secretary, 

Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (AITUC), 

4. S/Shri JIbon Mukherji, Secretary, 

Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (AITUC), 

5. S/Shri P. B. Chakravorty, Secretary, 

Steel Workers’ Union (AITUC), Rajnara Branch, 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt- Durg (M.P.) 

(i. S/Shri P. K. Sengupta, General Secretary, 

Khadan Mazdoor Congress (Ind), 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt. Durg (M-P.) 

7- S/Shri N. S. Ghadge, General Secretary, 

Chhattisgarh Khadan Mazdoor Union (HMS) 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt- Durg (M.P.) 

8. S/Shri S. B. Singh, General Secretary, 

Mine Workers’ Union (Ind.), 

P.O. Dalli-Rajhara, Distt- Durg (M.P.) 

Shri M. B. Bhadhurl, Assistant Superintendent, Ores, Mines and Quarries and 
Shri M. R. Raju, Senior Labour Officer (Conciliation) B.S.P., Bhilai were likewise 
present. 

State; Industry ; 

Madhya Pradesh Iron Ore 

AWARD 

By an agreement dated 5th December, 1967 published under Department of 
Labour and Employment’s Order No. 36/44/67-LK.I dated 6th January 1968 the 
following dispute between the various raising contractors of the Rajhara Group of 
Mines of Bhilai Steel Project and the representatives of the various unions as 
mentioned above was referred for my arbitration under Section lOA of the Indus- 
trlai Disputes Act: — 

‘Ts there a necessity to fix up norms of production for; 

(a) Raising a blasted ore and float ore; 

(b) Transport loading and unloading of trucks; 

(c) Despatch by loading of railway wagons; and 

(d) Mechanical and manual drilling and blasting. 

for the piece rated workers employed by the contractors In the lion Ore 
Mines of Bhilai Steel Plant to ensure payment of wages as recom¬ 
mended by the Wage Board for Iron Ore Mining Industry? If so, what 
should be the norms and the relief the workers are entitled to?” 

It was al.so provided in the Arbitration Agreement that I should make my 
Award within a period of three months otherwise it will be open to 
parties to choose another arbitrator. 

2. On receipt of the reference I addressed the parties on Slst January, 1968, 
calling upon them to submit their statements of the case (endorsing copies to each 
other) as well as their comments on each other’s statements. Til] 20th February, 
1908 only one contractor viz. Shri Manoharlal Jain. Dalli-Rajhara, requested in this 
letter dated 5th February 1968, for the extension of time by 15 days to submit his 
statement. The General Secretary, Khadan Mazdoor Congress, Dalli-Rajhara In his 
letter dated 13th February 1908. submitted that the General Manager of Bhilai 
Steel Plant of Hindustan Steel Limited, P.O. Bhilai, be al.so impleaded as one of the 
parties to the dispute. As statements from most of the parties were not received, 
the date of giving the award was extended by Mutual consent of the parties by 
three months from 6th March 1968. 

3- Thereafter the date of giving the Award was further extended by mutual 
consent of the parties from time to time and the last date for making the award 
is now 5th September 1909. During this intervening period, statements were re¬ 
ceived from most of the employers and the unions and the hearings were held at 
Bhilai. The unions viz. Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh, (AITUC) Khadan 
Mazdoor Congress (Independent), Steel Workers’ Union (INTUC) Chhattisgarh 
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Khadun Mazdoor Union (HMS) and Mine Workers’ Union (Independents have sub¬ 
mitted that in consideration of the changed circumstances there Is no necessity at 
present to fix any norms of production and an award may be given accordingly 
Mott of the employers likewise have submitted that there Is no necessity to fix any 
norms of production under this reference. 

Ill the aforesaid circumstances, I record a ‘no dispute' award in this reference. 

New Delhi; Sd/- R- J. T. D'Mello, 

Dated the 18th August, 1969. Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner 

(Central) and Arbitrator. 

[No. 36/44/67-LRIV.I 


New Delhi, the 3rd September 1969 

S'O. 3704—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 194T 
(14 of 1047), the Central Govrenment hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Govrenment Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2), Dharbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the South Govindpur Colliery of 
Shri H. I. Pathak. Post Office Katrasgarh, District Dhanbad, and their work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Govrenment on the 25th August, 1969. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO, 2) 

AT DHANBAD 


Present 

Shrl Nandagirl Venkata Rao. Presiding Officer 
Reference No. 247 cf 1967 

In the matter of an industrial dispute uniler Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties 

Employers in relation to the South Govindpur Colliery of Shri H. I- Pathak, 
Post Office Katraskgarh, District Dhanbad. 

And 

Their workmen 


Appearances : 

On behalf of the employers .—Shri S. S, Mukherjee, Executive Committee- 
Member, Indian Colliery Owners’ Association. 

On behalf of the workmen .—Shri Shankar Bose, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor 

Sangh. 

State ; Bihar Industry ; Coal. 

Dhanbad, 20th August. 1969 

Camp; CALCUTTA. 


AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an industiial dispute exists 
between the employers In relation to the South Govindpur CeUIery of Shri H. 1. 
Pathak, Post Ofllqe Katrasgarh. District Dhanbad and their workmen, b.y its order 
No. 2/79/67-LRII dated 22nd Jul.v 1967 referred to this Tribunal under Section 
10 (l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication the dispute in 
respect of the matters specified in the schedule annexed thereto. The schedule is 
extracted below; 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of South Govindpur Colliery, (Post Office Katras¬ 
garh, District Dhanbad) of Shri H. I. Pathak, was justified in refus¬ 
ing employment to Sarvashri Jagdish Singh, Bishundeo Singh, Mohan 
Rewani, Kinu Rewani, Paltan Mahato, Piayag Mahato, Surju Singh 
and Goku] Rewani, Trammers and Shri Prayag Rajwar, Pick Miner 
with effect from l-lfh September 1966, and in subsequently di.s- 
missing from service.^ Sarvashri Mohan Rewani, Klnu Rewani, Paltan 
Mahato, Prayag Mah'-lo. Surju Singh Gokul Rewani with effect 
from the Sist October, 1966? If not to what relief are the workmen 
concerned entitled?” 
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2. Workmen as well as the employer submitted their statement of demands. 

S. Admittedly, Shri H, I. Pathak Is the owner of South Oovlndpur Colliery 
The case of the workmen is that the first 8 of the atflected workmen were iram- 
mers and the 9ih affected workman a pick miner, working as i)ermanent work¬ 
man in the 15th middle seam of South Govindpur colliery (hereinafter referred 
to as the colliery). The management closed the workings of the seam without 
any reason and without notice with effect from 13th September 1966 and the 
workings in the seam were restarted on 20th September 1966. The management 
refused to mark attendance of or pay lay-off compensation to the affected work¬ 
men although they were reporting for the work every day. After the seam re¬ 
started working the affected workmen were not allowed to resume duties liispite 
of their repealed prayers. All the affected workmen are active membrs of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and under the leadership of the union had been agitating 
for correct payment of their wages much to the displeasure of the management. 
The management had already launched a campaign against the union and in 
order to crush the union and to break the morale ol its members, dismissed, dis¬ 
charged and otherwise threw out ol employment more than 150 workmen, out 
of whom the disputes with regard to 1.30 workmen have been pending before 
various tribunals for adjudication. In the end the statement of the workmen 
stated that the action of the management In denying work and wages to all the 
9 affected workmen with effect from 13th September 1966 and in terminating ihe 
services of the six affected workmen at SI. Nos. 3 to 8 was unjustified, mala jidy, 
Jn contravention of the provislon.s of the Standing Orders, in violation of the 
principle.s of natural justice, in breach of Section 33 of the Industrial Dispute .5 
Act and amounted to victimisation and/or unfair labour practice. The state¬ 
ment of the employer deals seperalely with the 9 affected workmen. According 
to the statement the affected workman at SI. No. 1, Shii Jagdish Singh was not 
working at all at the colliery at the relevant time and he had worked only for 
26 days in 1066, that the affected workman at SI. No. 2, Shri Blshundeo Singh 
was only a temporary workman and his services were terminated by the letter 
dated 12th September 1960. that the affected workman at SI. No. 9, Shri Prayag 
Rajwar did not resume his dutie.s at any time alter the lay-off was lifted on 
2(lth September 1966 and preferred to remain absent and that the affected work¬ 
men at SI. No.s 3 to 8, S/Shri Mohan Rewanl, Kinu Rewanl, Paltan Mahato, 
Prayag Mahato, Surju Singh and Gokul Rewani were working as trammers, vhey 
recorded their attendance in the night shift of 13th September 1966, worked for 
half an hour and then in a consorted move refused to carry on their normal 
duties, recorded their attendance on I4th September 1966 but refused to perform 
their duties, notices dated 1,6th September 1966 were Issued to them asking them 
to carry on their normal duties and when they refused to carry on their normal 
duties inspite of repeated requests, the management by notice dated 16th Sep¬ 
tember 1966 laid off the workmen of the seam on account of the strike, giving 
information whereof to the Regional Labour Commissioner (C) Dhanbad in form 
O dated 20th September 1906. It is further stated that on account of the above 
individual chagre-.sheets dated 17th September 1966 were issued to the six affect¬ 
ed workmen and when they neither received the charge-sheets nor submitted ex¬ 
planation a departmental enquiry was held against them with due notice and as 
a result of the finding of guilt by the enquiry officer their services were termi¬ 
nated by the letter dated 31st October 1960. According to the employer the 
departmental enquiries were proper, just and In accordance with the principles 
of nabiral justice. It was denied that the affected workmen were victimised to 
any extent. The workmen were represented by Shri Shankar Bose, Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and the employer by Shri S S. Mukherjee, Executive 
Committee Member, Indian Colliery Owners’ Association. On admission by the 
employer Ext.s. W. 1 to W. 4 for the workmen and on admission by the workmen 
Exts. M 1 to M 7 for the employer were marked. On behalf of the workmen 5 
witnesses were examined and Ext. M 59 was marked. On behalf of the em¬ 
ployer one witness was examined and Exts. M 8 to M S3 were marked. 

4. I propose to deal with cases of the affected workmen at SI- Nos. 1, 2 and 9 
at first. The affected workman at SI, No. 1 is Shri Jagdl.sh Singh. The case ol 
the workmen is that this affected workman was a permanent trammer for last 7 
year.s in the colliery and that he was stopped from work with effect from 13th 
September 1966 for no reason. The employer has pointed out that the workman 
was not at all working at the colliery during Iho material period and that he 
had worked only for about 20 days In 1865. As pointed out by the workmen 
the dispute was raised before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) Dhanbad 
by the union through their 2 letters. Ext. W 2 and W. 4. In reply to Ext. W 2 
the employer had stated in hi.s letter, Ext. W 3 that there was no workman in 
his employ by name Shri Jagdish Singh. Thus, both the parties had sufficient 
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notice to establish their respective cases with cogent evidence. Among the docu¬ 
ments filed on behalf of the workmen there la none to support their case in 
this respect. The affected workman at SI. No. 1 Shrl Jagdlsh Singh is examined 
as WW 1. It is his evidence that he was appointed as a trammer in the colliery 
on 17th March 1059 and worked as such till 13th September 1906. He has pro¬ 
duced neither his appointment letter nor any other record to show' that he worked 
in the colliery from 17th March 1959 till 13th September 1066. He says that his 
attendance was noted in a pocket book and not, in a register and that his wages 
were,paid on loose sheets inste ad of on the payment register. The workmen did 
not even summon the so-called pocket book and loose sheets. According to him 
he wa.s working since 1959 and yet he did not complain in writing to anyone in 
respect of his attendance being marked in a pocket book and wages paid on loose 
sheets. On his own showing during this long period of 7 years he had reported 
orally only once to the Manager- MW. 1 is the Manager of the colliery from 
1960. He has deposed that^he affected workman at SI. No. 1, Shri Jagdish Singh 
worked in the colliery only foi 26 days In 1965. There is not even cross-exami¬ 
nation on thi.s point. The evidence of MW. 1 H corroborated by the attendance 
registers for 1965 and 1966, Exts. M 1 and M 2- Exts. M 50 and M 51 are their 
extracts. During the year 1965, the attendance register .shov/s that thp affected 
workman at SI. No. 1, ,Shrl Jagdi.sh Singh had pul in only 26 days of attendance 
and during the year 1966 he had not attended to ■woilr on a single d.iy. These 
registers are marked on admi.ssion by the woikmen. The attendance registers 
have some importance atiacned to them, because they are .statutory re^iste/s 
required to be maintained under Section 4a(.l) of the Minc.s Act, U’S? and Rule 
78 of the Mine.s Rules, 1955. When the affected workman at SI. No., 1 Shri Jag- 
dish Singh appeared as WW. 1 a suggestion was put to him that he worked in 
the colliery only ppt^ lyth .June 1965 and that since then I'.e tva., y^orklng at 
Dharmaband collier.y. He emphatically asserted that he did not work in Dharm- 
aband colliery at any time. But his own colleague has betrayed him. WW 2 says 
that the allcctec’ workman at SI. No. 1, Shn Jagdish Singh was working at 
Dharmaband colliery since 3 or 4 years as a chapra.si and that WW 2 also was 
living with him at Dharmaband colliery. Shri Shankar Bo.tse, the learned repre¬ 
sentative of the workmen tried to elicit .something favourable from the Witness 
and re-exaimned him. In the re-examlnation nothing favourable ernerged ex¬ 
cept that since prior to his dismissal from the colliery the affected woikiiian was 
living at Dharmaband colliery. On this material it cannot be held that the 
affected workman at SI. No. 1, Shri Jagdish Singh v/as a trammer working at the 
colliery till 13th September 1966, that he was stopped from working on and from 
that date and that it wa^ not justified. 

5. In respect of the affected workman at SI. No. 2, Shri Bishundeo Sragh also thi’’ 
case ol the workmen is that he was a permanent trammer on 13-9-1966 and that 
he was stopped from work without assigning any reason. The employer has 
pleaded that the affected workman was only a temporary workm,an and as such, 
his services were terminated by the letter dated 12th September, 1966 with 
immediate effect. The copy of the letter is Ext. M3. The letter says that the 
affected workman was a temporary trammer, that the management did not need 
bis services any longer and that they would stand terminated with immediate 
effect. The letter further stated the affected workman would be paid one 
week’s wages In lieu of notice and that he should collect the same along with 
other dues. If any on 13th September, 1966. The letter is admitted by the work¬ 
men. The envelope containing the letter sent by registered post is returned and 
It Is Ext, M4. Exts Ml and M2 are attendence registers respectively for 1965 
and 1966 and their extracts are respectively Exts. M.50 and M51. These attend- 
ence registers show that the affected workman, Shri Blshandeo Singh had put 
In only 134 days attendence In 1965 and 130 days in 1966. Ext, M2 also shows 
that in the week 17th September, 1966 he attended only on 2 days and he did 
not attend to work on any day after the week ending during in the year. The 
attendence registers, Exts. Ml and M2 also are marked on admission by the 
workmen. The Manager, MW.l has deposed that the affected workman was a 
temporary trammer, that hlsl services were terminated with effect from 12th 
September, 1966 and that he was no more in service on 13th September, 1966 
He further deposed that the affected workman had received his full and final 
payment on 22nd March, 1969 under the voucher, Ext. M8. The witnes.s has 
also identified his own signature and the thumb impression of the affected work 
man on the voucher, Ext. M8. On this point the witness is not cross-examined. 
The affected workman at SI, No. 2. Shri Blshandeo Singh is examined as WW.2 
Having deposed that on 13th September, 1966 the lamp Issue clerk did not allow 
him to resume duty, he staled that he worked only upto 1965. May be that he 
made a mistake in giving the year as 1965, but he says that he was dismissed 
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from the time when the other aflected workmen, S/Shri Jagdish Singh, Mohan 
Rewani and Kinu Rewanl were dismissed. Shri Mohan Rewani Is the affected 
workman at SI. No. 3 and Klnu Rewani is the affected workman at SI. No. 4 
Admittedly, these 2 aflected workmen were dismissed with effect from 31st 
October, 1966 as a result of domestic enquiries, It is not the ca.se of the work¬ 
men that this affected workman at SI. No. 2, Shri BIshundeo Singh was also 
dismissed with effect from 31st October. 1966 or that any domestic enquiry was 
held against him. Before the Conciliation Officer also the employer had pleaded 
that the management had dismissed the aflected workman with effect from 12th 
September, 1966 and that he was not in the employee of the employer on 13th' 
September, 1966. The documents filed on behalf of the workmen do not support 
the case of the workmen that the affected workman at Si. No. 2. Shri BIshundeo 
Smgh was a permanent workman or that he was in service on 13th September. 
1966. Hence, the case set up by the workmen in this regard cannot be accepted. 
It is rejected. 

6 . As regards the affected workman at SI. No. 9, Shri Prayag Rajwar the 
workmen have pleaded that he was a permanent workman and that along with 
others he was stopped from work from 13th September. 1966 for no valid reason. 
The employer did not deny that the affected workman was a permanent work¬ 
man or that he was In service of the employer on 13th September, 1966, It is 
pointed out by the employer that when the affected workmen at Nos, 3 to 
8 , in a concerted action refused to carry on their duties, the management issued 
notices, charge-sheets, held domestic enquiries and ultimately dismissed them 
by the letters, Exts. M40 to M45. If the effected workman at SI. No. 9, Shri 
Prayag Rajwar also was one of those who absented from duty from 13th Septem¬ 
ber, 1966 there was no reason why he should also have not been dealt along with 
the affected workmen at SI- Nos. 3 to 8. No notice or charge-sheet was issued to 
him. Nor was any domestic enquiry held against him. He was not dismissed 
from service. When It Is not denied that he was a permanent workman and 
admittedly he was not dismissed, he must be deemed to continue in s-^rvlce. 
The employer say.s that this affected workman did not report to duty on and 
from 20th September, 1966 when the lay-off was lifted. According to the em 
ployer trammers in each shift of the seam stopped working since the night shift 
of 13th September, 1966 and as such he had laid off 62 out of 73 workmen of the 
seam. Ext. M46 Is information conveyed to the Regional Labour Commissioner 
under Rule T.IA of the Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules, 1957 and Ext, M9 
is the list of the 62 workmen so laid oil. The affected workman at SI. No. 9, 
Shri Prayag Rajwar Is not one of the 62 workmen said to have been laid off. 
It follows, therefore, that the affected workman was nefther laid off nor was he 
dealt with for absenting from 13th September, 1966. although he was a perma¬ 
nent workman. The contention of the employer is that the affected workman 
did not report to duty on and after 20th September, 1966 when the lay off was 
lifted. From the letter to the Regional Labour Commissioner, Ext. M47 it appears 
that the lay off had ended on 20th September, 1966, But how was the aflected 
workman to know that the lay off was lifted and that he was to report to duty 
on and from 20th September, 1806. No notice was Is.sued to him in this respect. 
Again.st the pleading of the employer MW. 1 has comeforth with a new case, 
stating that since prior to 13th September, 1966 he was absenting. This evidence 
against the pleading cannot be accepted. Even then MW.l d'd not say from v'hat 
date he was absenting or what action did the management take against him for 
absenting without leave or permis.slon, which is a misconduct in terms of clause 
18(d) of the Standing Orders, Ext. M58. Relying on the attendence register. 
Ext. M2 and its extract, Ext. M51 It Is argued that the affected workman did 
not attend to hi.s work at any time after the week ending 2,9th June, 1966 But 
having checked the attendence registers I found the extract. Ext. M.91 not correct 
to this extent. 1 have found from the registers that the affected workman had 
attended to his duty during the week from 21st August, 1966 to 27th August, 
1966 in the .shift from 4 p.m, to 12 midnight and during the vmek from 28th 
August 1966 to 3rd Sepitember, 1966 in the shift from 12 midnight to 8 a.m. 
Thu.s, the argument Is devoid of basis. If really the affected workman absented 
from duty either from the alleged or anv other date, he being a permanent 
workman, it could not be expected that the management would not take anv 
action against the misconduct committed by him, the misconduct for which he 
could even be dismissed and set up the plea whe-j a dispute is raised for not 
permitting him to resume duty. In the result, I do not find any lustlflcation for 
the employer In refusing employroc’H or due wages to the affected workman 
with effect from 13lh September, I960. 
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7. In respect of the affected workmen at SI. Nos. 3 to 8 the case of the 
employer is that charge-sheets were Issued to them for committing misconduct 
and as the result of domestic enquiries held against them in accordance with the 
principles of natural justice they were dismissed from services with effect from 
31st October, 1906. It is pointed out that out of the six ailected workmen, 
affected workmen at SI. Nos. 3, 7 and 8 had their duties in the day shift and 
ailected workmen at SI. Nos. 4, 5 and 6 in the night shift on 13th September, 
1966 and 14th September 1966. After recording their attendence in the shifts they 
did not perform their duties. Thereafter they did not report to tluly at all. On 15th 
September 1960 the management Issued notices to the affected workmen and sent 
them by registered post, asking them to join duty immediately, but the letters were 
returned undelivered. Then charge-sheets were issued to them on 17th Septem¬ 
ber, 1966. These letters also were returned undelivered. Shri K. B. tjpadhyaya, 
Cashier-cum-Head clerk held separate domestic enquiries against the six affected 
workmen. Shri Upadhyaya! Isisued notices to the affected wothkmen on 2’8th 
September, 1966 fixing the date of enquiry on 3rd October, 1966. As the affected 
workmen did not turn up on 3rd October, 1966 for the enquiry he issued fresh 
notices on 13th October, 1966 fixing the dates of enquiry on 25th October, 1966 
and 26th October, 1986. These notice.s were served. But the affected workmen 
did not turn up for the enquiry. Consequently, Shri Upadhyaya held the en¬ 
quiries separately exparte and submitted his reports finding the afiectad workmen 
guilty of the charge, Then all the six affected workmen were dismissed from 
service. The workmen In their statement have denied that the affected work 
men had left their work on 13th September, 1966 or 14th September, 1968. They 
also denied having received the notices dated 15th September, 1966 or charge- 
sheets dated 17th September, 1966. They have admitted receipt of notices of 
enquiry dated 28th September, 1966, but stated that they were received on 4th 
October, 1966, while hearing of the enquiry was fixed on 3rd October, 1966. 
Nothing is said in the statement regarding notices of enquiry dated 13th October. 
I960. MW. 1 has proved all the above notices and charge-sheets. The notice 
dated 15th September. 1966 is Ext. M5 and the returned notices in their envelopes 
are Exts. M6(l) to M6(6), the charge-sheets are Exts. MIO to M15 and their 
series, the notices of hearing I.ssued on 28th September. 1966 are Exts. M.16 to 
M.21 and notices of hearing issued on 13th October. 1966 are Exts. M22 to M2T 

and their acknowledgements Exts. M28 to M33, In their letter. Ext. W14 to the 

Assistant Labour Commissioner the Secretary of the union had admitted receipt 
of notices, Exts. M22 to M27 but stated that they were not received in time. 
WW. 5 the affected workman at SI No. 7 has in evidence that on ?5th October, 
1966 they had received the notice .and identified his signature and the signature- 
of Shri Anirudh Dubey, the Secretary of the union on the acknowledgement, 
Ext. M.32. All the acknowledgements. Exts, M28 to Ext. M32 bear the signature 
of Shri Anirudh Dube.v also along with the date 24th October, 1966. It follows 
that the notices, Exts. M22 to M27 fixing the date of enquiry on 25th October, 
logg and 26th October. 1966 were served on the aflertcd wo’-kmen on 24th Octo¬ 
ber. 1966 and not on 25th October, 1966 as spoken to by WW. 5. The case of 

the workmen is that the notices were not served in time and thus, the affected 
workmen had no opnortunlty to attend the enquiries. Whatever the reason be, 
the enquiry was not held on 3rd October, 1966. The enquiries against the 
affected workmen at SI. Nos. 4, 6 and 7, Sarvasbri Kinu Rewanl, Prayag Mahato 
and Surju Singh were held on 25th October. 1966 and the enquiries against the 
affected workmen at Si. Nos. 3. 5 and 8, Sarvasbri Mohan Rewanl, Paltan Mahato 
and Gokul Rewani on 26th October, 1966. All the acknowledgements, Exts. 
M28 to M33 in respect of the notices issued for the hearing on 2,5th October, 
1966 and 261h October, 1966. Exts. M22 to M27 show that they were received 
bv the affected workmen on 24th October. 1966. The addresses shown on the 
notices and the acknowledgements indicate that the notices were sent to the col- 
lierv addresses, whereat the enquiries were also held. Thus, there can be no truth 
in the case of the workmen that th^ affected workmen had no time to attend -the 
enoniries on 25 th Odober 1966 and 26th October 1966- Their non-receiving the 
charge-sheets could not be any excuse, because, If It was so they could aopear 
before the enquiry officer and reoreaent the sabae and seek adiournment for re¬ 
ceiving the charge-sheets and submit explanations. Mong with their statement the 
workmen have filed a copy of a letter said to have been addressed by the affected 
workman at SI, No. R and others to the Partner of the colliery comnlaininc thai 
the charge-sheets were not received by them. The letter Is not admitted hv ihe 
employer. No attempt was made to call for the original letter from Ihe employ =r 
or to produce the office cony and prove it according to law. 5 of the affected work¬ 
men are examined as WW 1 to WW.5. But none of them has spoken a word about 
this alleged letter. The statement of the workmen, that the affected workmen had 
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not received the charge-sheets at all also does not appear to be true. WW-5 has 
admitted that he had given a statement before the Regional Labour Commissioner 
in the case relating to the present dispute. A certiflea copy of the statement is 
produced by the employer and it is Ext. M59. In that statement the affected work- 
man, WW-5 had stated categorically that he was issued a charge-sheer after the 
closure of the mine on 13th September 1966 alleging that they were remaining 
absent. WW-3 also says that he had received the charge-sheet later on. Whether 
they leceived in time or not but it emerges that the charge-sheets were received by 
them. But in the written statement, the worltmen have denied receipt of the 
charge-sheets altogether. Whatever that may be, even If it is assumed that the 
affected workmen had not received the charge-sheets, that could not be an c.icuse 
not to attend the enquiry and if the enquiry officer proceeded with the enquiries 
ex-parte he did not commit any irregularity. The enquiries were conducted by 
Shri K- B. Upadhyaya, Ca.shier-cum-Head clerk seperately against each of the six 
affected workmen. Enquiry proceedings and the enquiry reports ate Exts. M34 to 
M3.9 and their .series respectively. These enquiry proceedings are proved by MW-1 
V ho was one of the witnesses examined in each case, The charge against each of 
the affected workmen was under clause 18(C) of the Standing Orders, Ext, Msa 
alleging wilful disobedience of lawful order of the Manager- In each of the cases 
the Manager had deposed that inspite of bis diieetion.s the affected workmen did 
not resume duty after 14th September 1966. Theie is the evidence of 2 more 
witnesses also m each case. I have referred to the evidence of the Manager in 
order to show that the finding of the enquiry officer holding each of the affected 
workman guilty of the charge was not baseless- No other Irregularity or violatun 
of any principle of natural justice in the enquiries is neither pleaded nor proved 
by the workmen. On thi.s material I do not find any reason to interfere with the 
findings of the enquiry officer. Accepting the findings the letters, Exts. M4fl to M45 
dated .'list October 1.966 were is.sued to the six affected workmen dismissing them 
with immediate effect- MW.l ha*, proved that these lettcrLS were i'^sued under the 
signatures of Shri G. H. Pathak, the Ageuf and Partner of the colliery. Thu.s, I do 
not lind any irregularity in the Agent accepting the findings of the enquiry officer 
and issuing the dismissal letters. Consequently, I hold that the disinb ,nl of the 
6 affected workmen was proper and justified. 

8 - Regarding tho plea of the workmen that the affected workmen were victi¬ 
mised for their trade union aclivltii.s, there is absolutely no evidence worth men¬ 
tioning. 

9. As a result of my above dismis.sion I hold that the managemet of South 
Govmdpur Colliery (Post office Katrasgarh, District Dhanbad) of Shri II. I. Pathak, 
was justified in refusing employment to Sarvashri Jagehsh Singh, Bishundeo Singh, 
Mohan Rowanl, Klnu Rewani, Paltan Mahato, Prayng Mahato, Surju Singh and 
Gokul Rewani, trammers with effect from 1,3th September 1960 and In .subsequently 
dl.smls.sing from service.s Sarvashri Mohan Rewani, Kinu Rewani, Paltan Mahato, 
Prayag Mahato, Surju Singh and Gokul Rewani with effect from 31st October 1966 
and as such the above referred to affected workmen are not entitled to any relief. 
But the management was not justified in refusing employment to the affected 
workman at SI. No, 9, Shri Prayag Ra,iwar. Pick miner with effect from 13th Sep¬ 
tember 1066 and as such, he is entitled to his wages and other benefit-s from 13tb 
September 1066 to the date when the employer issues a notice and permits him to 
join duty, as though bi.s service was never interrupted. The award is made 
accordingly and submitted under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Sd/- N. Venkata Rao, 

Presiding Officer, 

Central Govt, Industrial Tribunal (No, 2) Dhanbad. 

[No. 2/79/67-LR.n.] 


ORDERS 

IVeia Delhi, the 30th August 1969 

S.O. 3705.—-Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an Industrial 
fflspute exists between the employers in relation to the management of North 
and West Ghanudih Colliery, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad and their work¬ 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed. 



frc. 3(ii)] THIi GAZETTE OF INDIA; SEPTEMBER 13, 1969/BHADRA 22, IHOj ^975 


And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute lor adjudication; 

Now, therelore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 

(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhanbad constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act. 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of North and West Ghanudih Colliery Post Office 
Jharia, District Dhanbad, was justified In stoppage of work of the 
following workmen with effect from the 29th July, 1968. If not, to. 
what relief are the workmen entitled? 

S. No. Name Designation 

1. Shyamapada Manjhi, 

2. Kail Mahato 

3. Nanda Gorai 

4. Shyamapado Kumbhar 

5. Dwljopada Kumbhar 


Balling Mazdoor. 
Dusting Mazdoor. 
Balling Mazdoor. 
Pump Khalpsl. 
Bailing Mazdoor.” 


[No. 2/88/69-LRII.] 


S.O. 3706—Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute existe between the employers In relation to the management of Chora. 
ColUery Number 7 and 9 Pits, Post Office Bahula, District Burdwan, and their work¬ 
men In respect of the matters specified In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal. Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of Chora Colliery numbers 7 and 9 Pits, Post 
Office Bahula, District Burdwan was justified in dismissing from 
service the following workmen with effect from the 0th February, 
1969:— 

(1) Shri Shiodutta Nonla H. E. Khalasi. 

(2) Shri Ram Run Paswan, Trammer, 

(3) Shri Harl Kewat. Trammer. 

(4) Shri Jagnaraln Rajvor, Loader. 

(5) Shri Lakhan Jalswara, Loader. 

(G) Shri Lalchand Horijan, Loader. 

(7) Shil Chedilal Rajvor, Loader. 

(8) Shri Rajdeo Harijan, Loader. 

(9) Shri Srlram Kurmi, Pick Miner. 

(10) Shri Chiller Harijan, Pick Miner. 

(11) Shri Jamarudln Mia, Trammer. 

(12) Shri Srikanla Das, C. C, Driver. 

(13) Shri Muneswar Singh, C. C. Helper. 

If not, what relief the workmen are entitled?” 


[No. e/.Ti/eO-LR. II],’ 
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New Delhi, the 1st September 1969 

S-O. 3707.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
of section 10 of the Industrial Di.sputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), and in continuation 
of the order of the Government of India No. S.O' 2537 dated the 1st June 1969, the 
Central Government hereby refers to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No. 3), Dhr.nbad, constituted under section 7A of this Act, the industrial dispute 
concerning a further batch of workmen in relation to the management of Pootkee 
Colliery, the managing Agents of which are Messrs Karamchand Thapar and 
Brothers (Private) Limited, Post Office Bhowra, District Dhanbad, and further 
directs that In the aforesaid order, the following amendment shall be made, 
namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said Order, after serial No. 15 and the entries lelating 
thereto, the following shall be inserted, namely: — 


•‘SI. Name 

No. 


16. Shrl T. K. Kar 

17. Shri Nabu Khan 

18. Shrl Nakul Gope 

19. Shrl Motl Gope 

20. Shrl Rohan Bhowia 

21. Shrl Jogeshwar Bhowia 

22. Shrl Teni R'am 

23- Shrl Loacho Bhowia 

24. Shri Bisoon Barhi 

25. Shri Kail Charan 

26. Shri Murli Bhowia 

27. Shrl Golak 

28. Shri Dhukanti Jaswara 

29. Shri Ramlal 

30 Shrl Ram Sumer Jaswara 

31 . Shrl Bhotl Dusad 

32. Shrimati Bhatm Kamin 


De.signaTon 


Magazine Clerk 
S D. Mazdoor 
Banksman 
P. Khalasi 
S. Trammer 
S. Trammer 
U. G. Trammer 
U. G. Trammer 
U. G. Trammer 
Loading Sirdar 
L. Mazdoor 
L. Mazdoor 
Miner 
Miner 
Miner 
Miner 

Loading Mazdoor”. 


[No. F. 2/130/68-LRlI. 1 


S.O. 3708,—Wherea.s the Central Government Is of :)pinlon that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Mes.srs 
Bengal Coal Company Limited, Post Office Dlshergarh, District Burdwan and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for ad judication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clau.se (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1:147 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjurlication to the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under Section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“In view of the transfer of management of Adjai Second Colliery of Messrs 
Harkrlshan Singh Chopra and Brothers (Collieries) Private Limited to Messr.s 
Bengal Coal Company Limited with effect from the 1st April, 1969, whether the 
management, of Mes.srs Bengal Coal Company Limited Is justified In refusing re¬ 
employment of the following workmen from the said date? If not. to what relief 
are these workmen entitled? 
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Serial Names Deaignauon 

No. 


I. 

Shri 

Biren Harijan 

2. 


Ramraj Harijan 

3. 

^3 

Lera 

4- 

53 

Ram Charati 

5. 

33 

Bhagu 

6. 

33 

Sorju 

7- 

33 

Ram Bachau 

8. 

31 

Ramlal 

9. 

13 

Rad ha Mohan 

10. 

55 

Mobil 

II. 

35 

Ramp at 

12, 

13 

Balgobind 

13- 

33 

Jagannath Ojha 

14, 

33 

Ram Gobind 

IS. 

'3 

Bhawani Singh 

16. 

33 

Sati Ram 

17. 

33 

Sahati Ram 

18. 

33 

Sripath 

19. 

31 

Chandrika 

20. 


Raja Ram 

21. 

33 

Sudhir Roy 

22. 

33 

Amrit Roy 

23. 

35 

Rajpati 


S. F. Mining Sardar 
Do, 

Underground loader. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Machine Mazdoor. 
Explosive carrier. 
Pump Driver. 
Dresser. 

Drill Driver. 

General Mazdoor. 
Loos em an. 

Drill Driver. 

Fitter Helper. 
Haulage Driver. 
Underground loader 



[No. 6/24/69-LRII.) 

New Delhi, the 2nd September 1969 

S-O. 3709.—Wherea.s the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
di.spute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
M. S, Sawhney and Sons, Chanclivali, Bombay and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereos the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2) Bombay, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether action of the management of Messrs M. S. Sawhney and Sons, 
Chandivali, Bombay, in terminating the services of Sarva.shri Sangram Dharma 
Kamhle and Sadushiv Eknath, with effect from the ardh January, 1969 and the 
4th IMay, 1968 respectively was justified? If not, to what relief arc the workmen 
concerned entitled". 

[No. ,36 (21)/e9-LRIV] 


CORRIGENDA 

New Delhi, the 30th August 1969 

S.O. 3710 .—In the order of the Government of India In the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. 
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S. O. 2966, dated the T7th July, 1969 published at page 3174 of the Gazette of 
India, Part II Section 3 Sub Section (II) dated the 26th July, 1969, 

In line 2 of the Schedule for “30th August, 1968” read “13th August, 1968” 

[No. 2/94/69A,RII.] 

New Delhi, the 1st September 1969 

S'O. 3711 —In the Order of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. 
S.O. 1990 dated the 13th May, 1969, published at page 2111 of the Gazette of India, 
Part II, sub section 3(ii), dated the 24th May, 1969. 

In line 3 of the Schedule for: 

“to the Lit December, 1068” read “till the dates they were given employment 
in their respective posts”. 

[No. 2/253/68-LR, II]. 
P. C. MISRA, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 29th August 1969 

S.O. 3712. —In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Dlspute.s Act, 194T 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the Industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Hukam Chand Insurance Company Limited and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 21st August, 1969. 

CENTRAL government INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA. 

Reference No- 30 or 1969 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Hukam Chand Insurance Company Limited, 

And 

Their workmen. 

Present • 

Shri B. N. Banerjee—^Presiding Officer, 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers :—Shri Suman Kumar Ghosh, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen :—Shri Pradip Ranjan Paul, Vice-President, Eastern 
Zone Insurance Employee.s’ Association 

State ; West Bengal Industry : In.suranre. 


AWARD 

By Order No. 25/2/69-LRIII, dated March 21, 1969, the Government of India, 
In the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Tzabour 
and Employment), referred the foTowIng industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the Hukam Chand Insurance Company Limited and their workmen, 
to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely:— 

“Whether the management of Messrs Hukamchand Insurance Company 
Limited, Calcutta, was .lustifled in terminating the services of Sarva- 
shrl Amal Chandra Nath, Assistant, and K. N. H. Nalr, Typist, v/itb 
effect from the 1st November 1968?, If not, to what relief are the 
workmen entitled?” 

2. Of the two workmen, whose termination of services was referred to this 
Tribunal, K. N, H. Nalr did not put up any contest. There had been one written 
statement filed on behalf of the workmen represented by their trade union, the 
General Insurance Employees Association, Eastern Region. At the hearing, 
however Mr. P. Paul appearing for the trade union submitted that he would not 
argue the case of K. N. H. Nalr. K. N, H. Nalr is also not present before this 
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Tribunal today (11th August, 1969). In these circumstances, I presume that there 
Is no subsisting dispute between the employers and K. N. H. Nalr and I record a 
‘no dispute’ award in so far as he is concerned, 

3. This award now proceeds to deal with the case of Amal Chandra Nath, 
Assistant only. 

4. It is an admitted case that Amal Chandra Nath was appointed as an assis¬ 
tant in the motor department of the employer company on December 1, 1967. 
His service was terminated, by retrenchment, by a notice dated October 28, 1968 
(Ext. A lor the employers and Ext. 1 for the workmen). The notice of retrench¬ 
ment reads: 

“This is to Inform you that as fropi today we are retrenching you for 
employment as we find that our office is overstaffed and further we 
desire to effect economy in the working of the Company in order to 
prevent violation of the Provisions of Section 40C of the Insurance 
Act, 1938. You must be aware that the Company has been incur¬ 
ring losses for the last two years. In view of all these situations we 
are compelled by these events to take Immediate steps to curtail our 
expenditure to avoid action by Controller of Insurance. 

We are herewith sending you a cheque for the following amounts which be¬ 
come payable to you as result of the said retrenchment. 

1. One month’s notice pay under Section 25F of the Industrial 

Disputes Act Rs. 240/- 

2. Compensation for the services at the rate of 15 days wages 

for every year completed service (period above six 

months is treated as one year). - Rs. 120/- 

3. Earned wages for the period from Ist October 1968 to 31st 

October, 1988 Rs. 240/- 


Total . Rs. 600/- 

The total amount due to you Is Rs. 600/- for which the cheque is enclosed. 

Wo are duly Informing the authorities as per the provisions of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act about the retrenchment. 

We shall issue to you, if you so desire, the necessary certificate of emp¬ 
loyment which may help you to get employment elsewhere.” 

5. Now under the definition of retrenchment In Section 2(oo) of the Indus¬ 
trial Dispute Act: i 

“retrenchment means the termination by the employer of tiie services of 
a workman lor any reason whatsoever otherwise than as a punish¬ 
ment inflicted by way of disciplinary action, but does not include 
(a) voluntary retirement of workman; or (b) retrenchment of the 
workman on reaching the age of superannuation, If the contract of 
employment between the employer and the workman concerned 
contains a stipulation in that behalf; or (c) termination of the ser¬ 
vices of a workman on the ground of continued ill health,” 

In the case of Amal Chandra Nath, It appears from Ext- A and 1 quoted above, 
that the retrenchment was effect for the purpose of effecting economy In the 
working of the employer company. That was good enough reason, If It was true. 
Further, according to Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act; 

'■25P. No workman employed In any Industry, who has been In continuous 
service for not less than one year under employer shall be retrenched 
by that employer until'— 

(a) the workman has been given one month’s notice In writing Indicating 
the reasons for retrenchment and the period of notice has expired, 
or the workman has been paid In lieu of such notice, wages for 
the period of notice: 

Provided that no such notice shall be necessary if the retrenchment 
Is under an agreement which specifies a date for the termination 
of service; 
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(b) the workman has been paid, at the time of retrenchment, compen¬ 

sation which shall be equivalent to fifteen days’ average pay (for 
every completed year of continuous service) or any part thereof 
in excess of six months; and 

(c) notice In the prescribed manner is served on the appropriate 

Government (or such authority as may be specified by the appro¬ 
priate Government by notification In the Official Gazette).” 

1 have already set out the notice of retrenchment. The notice complied with the 
formalities of Section 25F, in that the workman was paid a month's wages in lieu 
of notice was supplied with the reasons for retrenchment and was paid the 
Statutory compensation as required by the section. The Rule of “Last come first 
go” was, also observed, as appears from the evidence of the workman himself. 

0 , The employer company was, however, in a bad shape so far as the conduct 
of this reference was concerned. The employer company filed their written state¬ 
ment but failed to produce the documents as directed and also failed to produce 
their witnesses on the first date of peremptory hearing or on the adjourned date 
of hearing, although they had been mulcted with costs for their remissness. 


7. Having considered the evidence, I find that the employer company is now 
in a position of some helplessness in Calcutta. The Calcutta office is being run 
with only three assistants. Of them one is present in the Tribunal, namely, the 
accountant named Kalosona Das. He openly declined to depose on behalf of the 
company, when Mr. Saumen Kumar Ghose, learned advocate for the company 
asked him to go to the witness box. I called Kalosona Das a Court witness and 
had this fact recorded out of his own mouth. 

8 , Now. Mr. Ghosh, learned advocate for the company, argued that there was 
a very small profit made toy the company for the year 1966, amounting to 
Rs, 23,322.23 paise (vide Ext. D). In the next year, namely in the year 1967, the 
Company suffered a loss of Rs. 1,87,930 (vide Ext. E), He further submitted that 
there was notice under Section 40C of the Insurance Act, 1938, served upon the 
company by the Controller of Insurance, calling upon the corqpany to impose 
limitatlon.s on managerial expenditure. That necessitated the retrenchment. In 
the absence of better evidence, this case, however, he could not establish. 

9. It is admitted by Amal Chandra Nath, the concerned workman, that in 
October, 1968, six or seven persons apart from he himself were retrenched and 
after the retrenchment only three persons of the names of Kalosona Das, Naren 
Das and Panchanan Kabi continued to serve in the Calcutta office. If this be so, 
then it goes to indicate that the company was more or less winding uo its (Calcutta- 
affairs or was trying to run the show only with a skeleton staff. This may indi¬ 
cate financial insolvency of the company. 

10, Mr. P. Paul for the trade union of the workmen, however, contended that 
the retrenchment was not effected for economic reason and the reason given was 
sham or untrue. I need not concern myself very much with this aspect of the 
matter, because the retrenchment of Amal Chandra Nath in November, 1968, is 
now a closed chapter. After retrenchment and litigation over It, the workmen 
and the management agreed to re-employ Amal Chandra Nath on a temnorary 
basis. This appears from Ext, B, letter addressed to the concerned workman 
Amal Chandra Nath, which is set out below; 

"As agreed upon in the conference held between the representative of the 
Union and the Management represented by Shri S. P, Gupta, Dy 
Regional Manager, Shri S. C. Haralalka, Principal Office Representa¬ 
tive witnessed by Shri B. Shamsukha, you are hereby appointed on 
purely on temporary basis with effect from 8-2-1969. 

You will be paid a consolidated pay which smu drew at the time of retrench¬ 
ment." 


After that letter, it is too late for the concerned workman to make a grievance 
of his retrenchment prior to reappointment. 


11. Amal Chandra Nath voluntarily gave up this reappointment, when he got 
an appointment in Union Cooperative Insurance Company in June. 1969. He said 
in his evidence, T voluntarily left work of Hukumchand Insurance’ Company with 
effect from May 6 , 1969'. If he himself left the work, his own choice, his griev¬ 
ance against the company is not understandable. 
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12. Moreover, the concerned workman in his evidence further stated: 

“I do not want reinstatement because I am serving elsewhere. I want com¬ 
pensation for the period of enforced idleness.” 

This is a novel claim. The workman does not seek relief against retrenchment. Ha 
does not want reinstatement. He vanta money value for the period of his enforc¬ 
ed idleness, before his reappointment. I do not see how he claims this relief. 
The grievance against enforced idleness was settled by accepting rea^ipointment. 

13. In the result, I hold, 

(i) that there should be a ‘no dispute’ award recorded so far as K. N. H. 
Nadr is concerned for reasons hereinbefore stated, I award according¬ 
ly. 

(ii) that whether the management of Messrs Hukumchand Insurance Com¬ 
pany had been justified In terminating the services of Amal Chandra 
Nath with effect from 1st November, 1968, is of irrelevant considera¬ 
tion now, because his grievance, if any, against the termination warn 
met by giving him a reappointment. 

fiii) that the workman concerned is not entitled to any relief. 

This is my award. 

(Sd.) B, N. Banbrjee, 

Dated, August 19, 1969, Presiding Officer. 

[No. 25/2/69-LRII (LRI).] 
New Delhi, the 3 rd September 1969 

S.O- 3113.—Whereas the Central Government, being satisfied that the public 
interest so required, had declared by a notification made m pursuance of the 
provisions of the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947h [being the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart¬ 
ment of Labour and Employment), No. S.O. 1023, dated the ftth March, 1969], 
service in hospitals and dispensaries carried on by or under the authority of the 
Central Government, to be a public utility service for the purpose of the said 
Act for a period of six months from the 7th March, 1069; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion that public interest 
requires the extension of the said period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of the proviso to sub-clause (vi) 
of clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby declares the said service to be a public utility service 
for the purposes of the said Act for a further period of six months from the 7th 
September, 1989, 

[No, F.1/66/60-LR-I,] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th Augtist 1969 

S.O. 3714.—Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Viiaya Bank Limited and 
their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947). the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which 
Shri B. M. Jayamahadeva Prasad shall bo the Presiding Officer, with headquarters 
at Bangalorq and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the demand of the workmen of the Vijaya Bank Limited, Manga- 
lore-3 that their period of apprenticeship should be counted for pur¬ 
poses of granting annual increment and seniority is justified? If so, 
to what relief are they entitled?” 

[No. 23/3iy69-LR-IIL] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 29th August 1909 

S.O. 3715.—‘Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
The Atlantic Oil Company Private Limited, 14, Grandforeshore Road, Ram 
Krlshtopur Ghat, Howrah, West Bengal have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be piade applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the said 
Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirty first 
day of January, 1989. 


[No. 8/80/69/PF-II.] 
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[Ro 8/80/C9/'fto rnfio-II] 


New Delhi, the 30th August 1969 

S.O. 3717.—Whereas the Central Government was satisfied that M/s- Ratnakar 
Canning Industries was situated in Ratnagirl area which was a sparse area (that 
is, an area whose insurable population was less than 500) in the district of 
Ratnagiri in the State of Maharashtra; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse area, the aforesaid factory 
was granted exemption from the payment of the employer'.^ special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), until 
enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the Act in that area by the Cen¬ 
tral Government in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ¬ 
ment) No, S.O. 2407, dated the 27th June, 1968; 

And, wherea.s the Central Government is satisfied that the insurable popula¬ 
tion of the Ratnagiri area in the district of Ratnagiri in the State of klaharashtra 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of the 
Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (84 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendment in the said notification, namely:— 

1)1 the Schedule to the said notification, against serial No. 8, the entry 
"Ratnagiri” in column (3) and the corresponding entry in column (4) 
shall be omitted 


[No. F. 6/4/69-HL] 



Sue, 3(ii)| IHE GAZETTE OF INDIA; SEPTEMBER 13, 1969 /BHaDRA 22 1891 3983 


S.O. 3718.—^Whereas the Central Government was satisfied that <1) M/s. Annap- 
PO Narayan Oil Mills, (2) E.M. Power Laundry, (3) M/s. Hind Metal Works, (4) 
Indian Hume Pipe Company Limited, ( 6 ) Jethalal Keshavji-Jivandas Mill, ( 6 ) S. 
T. Karad Depot., (7) Karad Electric Supply Company, ( 8 ) Karad Industries, (9) 
Karad Swastik Industrial Works, (10) Padake Industrial Works, were situated 
in Karad area and (1) Balwant Mudranalaym, (2) Concrete Products, (3) Elec¬ 
tric Grid Depot’s Power House, (4) Pure Products and Madhu Canning Limited, 
(5) S.T. Ratnagiri Depot., ( 6 ) S.T. Workshop, were Situated in Ratnagiri area, 
which were sparse areas (that is, areas whose insurable population was less than 
500) in the district of Ratnagiri and North Sutara in the State of Maharashtra; 


And, whereas by virtue of their location In sparse areas, the aforesaid factories 
were granted exemption from the payment of tW employer’s special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), until 
enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the Act in those areas by the 
Central (Government in the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Minisiry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 2865, dated the 2nd November, 1981; 


And, v/hereas the Central Government is satisfied that the insurable population 
of Karad and Ratnagiri areas in the districts of North Satara and Ratnagiri in 
the State of Maharashtra has now exceeded 500, and these are no longer sparse 
areas; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powc’'s conferred ’ey section 73F of the 
Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1943 (34 of 1948). the Central Gm/emment hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said notification^ namely;— 

In Schedule IV to the said notification— 

(i) Serial No. 14 and the entries relating thereto shall be omitted; 

(ii) against Serial No. 18, the entry “Ratnagiri” in column 4 and the entries 

relating thereto in column 5 shall he omitted. r 

■[No. F. 6(4)/69-HL] 


S.O. 3719.—Whereas the Central Government' wds satisfied that 

(1) M/s. Shri Dhudhganga Vedganga Sahakari Sakhari Karkhana Ltd. 

(2) M/s. Bharat Iron and Metal Works. 


(3) M/s. Karad Taluka Sahakari Oil Mill Ltd. 

were situated in Murgud and Karad areas which were sparse areas (that is, areas 
whose insurable population were less than 500) in the districts of Kolhapur and 
North Satara in the State of Maharashtra; 


And, whereas by virtue of their location in sparse areas, the aforesaid factories 
were granted exemption from the payment of the emnloyer’s special contribution 
under section-73F of the Employees’ Stale Insurance Act, 1948 ( 34 of 1948), until 
enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the Act in that area by the Cen¬ 
tral Government in the notification of the Government of India in the late Depart¬ 
ment of Social Security No. S.O. 3447, dated the 18th September, 1964; 


And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the insurable population 
the Murgud and, Karad areas in the districts of Kolhapur and North Satara in 
the State of Maharashtra has now exceed 500, and these are no longer sparse 
areas; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section. 73F of the 
Employees’ State Insurance Act, IWa (34 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendment in the said notification, namely:— 

In the Schedule to the said notification,— 

(i) against serial No. 2, the entry “Murgud" in column 3 and the entry 
relating thereto in column 4 shall be omitted; 

(li) against aerial No. 4, the entry “Karpd” in column 3 and the entry 
relating thereto in column 4 shall be omitted. 

[No. F, 6/4/69-HL] 


New Delhi, the 3rd September 1969 

8.0. 3720.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1962 (19 of 1952) and 
in supersession of the notification of the Government of India in the late Depart¬ 
ment of Social Security S.O. No. 3601, dated the 3rd October, 1964, the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri K. M. Bhatt, Assistant Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner (Grade I), Madhya Pradesh, to be an Inspector for the whole of the 
State of Madhya Ikadesh tor the purposes of the said Act and of any scheme 
framed thereunder, in relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the 
control of the Central Government, or in relation to any establishment connected 
with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an oil field, or a controlled 
industry. 


[No. 18(20)/6S-PF.I(i).] 


S.O. 3721.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and in supersession 
of the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of J^abour 
and Employment S.O. No. 2079, dated the 26th August, 1961, in so Jar as it 
relates to Shri M. C. Das, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri M, C. 
Das to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of Uttar Pradesh for the pur¬ 
poses of the said Act and of any Scheme framed thereunder, in relation to any 
establishment belonging to, or under the control of the Central Government or 
in relation to any establishment connected with a railway company, a major port, 
a mine or an oil-field or controlled industry. 


[No. 20(20)/69-PF.I.] 


DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

lOfflce of the Chief Labour Commissioner (Central)) 

ORDER 


W«io Delht_ the 2nd September 1969 

S.O. 3323.—Whereas_ m application has been made under Section 19(b) of 
the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 by Messrs. Central Provinces Manganese Ore 
Co. Ltd., (employer) in relation to their establishments mentioned in the Sche¬ 
dule below for extension of the period for the payment of bonus to their emp¬ 
loyees for the accounting year ending on 31st December, 1968. 


And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient reasons to extend the time 
I have, in exercise of the powers conferred on me by the proviso to clause (b) of 
Section'19 of the said Act read with the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. WB'20U2)/65 dated the 28th 
August, 1966, passed orders on 1st September, 1969, extending the period for pay¬ 
ment of the said bonus by the said employer bv 2 (Two) months from the last 
date for payment of bonus under clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act. 


Now this is DUbllshed for information of the emplyoer and all the employees 
of the said establishment. 


The Schedule 


Name and address of the employer(s). 

EstablishmentCs) 

The Central Provinces Manganese 

Ore Co. Ltd., 

P. 0. Box No, 8, 

Nagpur. 

Dongri Buzurg Mine 


[No. BA.6(14)/69-LSl.l 


0. VENKATACHALAM, 


Chief Labour Commissioner (Central). 
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(Department of itebaBlUtation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Dfilhi, the 1th August 1969 

S-0. 3724.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of Section 3. 
of the Displaced Persons (Compensation & Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954), 
the Central (government hereby appoint.^ Shri Rajni Kant as Deputy (2hief Settle¬ 
ment Commissioner for the purpose of performing the functions assigned to such 
Commissioner by or under the Said Act, with immediate effect. 

[No. 5(8)/AGZ/65.1 
A. G, VASWANI, 

Settlement Commissioner (A) & Ex-Officio Under Secy- 


(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the 2nd September 1969 

S-O, 3725.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section 1 of Section 
34 of the Displaced Persons (Compen.sation & Rehabilitation) Act, 1964 (44 of 
1954), the Central Government hereby directs that the powers exercisable by it 
under Sub-Section 4 of Section 24, 28 and Section 33 of the said Act, shall be 
exercisable also by the Financial (Commissioner (Revenue) and Secretary to the 
Government of Haryana, Rehabilitation Department, in respect of proceedings 
pertaining to (i) agricultural lands and shops In any rural area Including houses, 
cattle sheds and vacant sites forming part of the Compensation Pool, and (ii) the 
properlios referred to in the Notification of the Crovernment of India in the 
Mini.stry of Works, Housing & Rehabilitation (Department of Rehabilitation) 
No. 3 (37)/Ii&R-68A dated the 6th March, 1964, situate within the State of 
Haryana subject to the condition that he shall not exercise any of such powers 
in relation to, any matter in which an order jias been made by him In any other 
capacity. 


[No. F. 3(2)/L&R/69.I 
H. K. TANDON, Jt, Secy. 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT, INTERNAL TRADE AND 

COMPANY AFFAIRS 

(Department of Industrial Development) 

(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi, the 14th August 1969 

S.O. 3726.—In pursuance of sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of the Indian Standards 
Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 the Indian Standards Institution 
hereby notifies that the Standard Mark(s), de6lgn(s) of which together with the 
verbal 'description of the design (s) and the title (s) of the relevant Indian 
Standard(s) are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, have been specified. 


These Standard Mark(s) for the purpose of the Indian Standards Institution* 
(Certification Marks) Act, 1952 and the Rules and Regulations framed there¬ 
under, shall come into force with effect from 24th July, 1969: 
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The Schedule 


SI. 

No. 

Design of the 
Standard Mark 

Product/Class of 
Product 

No. and Title of the 
Relevant Indian 
Standard 

Vcrtal description of the 
Design of the Standard 
Mark 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


I 15:198 



Varnish gold size IS; 198-19Specifi- The monogram ol the 
cation tor varnish, Indian Standards Ins- 

gold size. tilulion consisting of 

letters TSl’, drawn in 
the exact style and re¬ 
lative proportions as 
indicated in col. (2), the 
mimbci designation of 
the Indian Standard 
being superscribed on 
the top side o) the 
monogram as indicated 
in the design. 


2 15:348 



French polish IS: 348-1952 Speci- The monogram ol the 

fication for trench Indian Stardaids 

polish. Institution, consisting 

of letters TST, drawn 
in the exact style ai‘d 
relative proportions as 
indicated m col. ( 2 ), 
the number designation 
ol the Indian 
standard being super¬ 
scribed on the top side 
of the monogram as 
indicated in the design. 


[No, CMD/13:9.] 

S.O. 3727.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (3) of regulation 7 of the Inian 
Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, the Indian Standards 
In.stitutlon hereby notifies that the marking fee(s) per unit for various products— 
details of which are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, have been determined 
and the fee(s) shall come into force with effect from 24th July, 1999; 


the Schedule 


Si. 

No. 

Product/Class of 
Products 

No. and Title of Relevant 
Indian Standard 

Unit 

Marking Fee per 
Lfnit 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

C5) 

I 

Varnish gold size 

IS; 198-1952 Specification for 
vamishj goldsize 

One litre 

0- 5 paisa 

2 

French polish 

IS ; 348-1952 Speciefiation for 
french polish 

One litre 

O'5 paisa 


[No. CMD/13:10.]) 
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New Delhi, the 22 nd August 1969 

S.O. 37*8 —Tnpursuanceof sub-regulationa C2)and (3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standards 
Inititution (Ctr: fic.iLton Marks) Regulations, 1955,‘thelndian Standards Institution herebv notifies 
tthrt the In lian S nJiri(3j, particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, 
iiaVe been eitafiiinej daring the period i6 Juli'to 15 August, 1969 : 

Thb Schedule 


SI. No. and Title of the Indian No. and Title of the Indian Brief Particulars 

No. Standard Established Standard or Standards, if 

any, superseded by the 
new Indian Standard 


(I) (2) (3) (4) 


1 IS : 2^-1959 Specificition IS : 259-1950 Specifica- This standard prescribes the 

for aiiniilu-n alum (first tion for ammonia alum, requirements and the me- 
revision). technical. thoJs of samoling and test 

for ammonium alum 
(aluminium ammonium sul¬ 
phate), commercially known 
as ammonia alum. (Price 
Rs. 5-50) 

2 IS : 707-1968 Glossary of IS : 707-1958 Glossary of This standard covers definitions 

terms appUcible to timber terms applicable to tim- of common terms appli- 

and timber products (first ber and timber products. cable to timber and timber 

revision). products (Price Rs, 9-00) 

3 IS : 1027-1963 Specification —This standard covers the re¬ 

fer paper-insulated cables for j quirements for impregnated 

use in mines. paper lead-alloy sheathed 

wire-armOured cables of 
non-draining type for use 
at voltages up to and 
including the following: 
0.65/fi kV. i'9/3'3 kV. 
3'8/6-6 kV tcarthed 
System), 

I-1 kV, 3-3 kV, 6-6 kV (unear" 
thed system), and 
250 V grade twin core for 
lightmg purposes). (Price 
Rs. 8-00) 

,4 IS ; 1176-1969 dimensions for —— This standard lays down the 

aerial rods and slabs made dimensions of aerial rods 

of ferromagnetic materials. with ^circular cross-section 

and of aerial slabs of 
approximately rectangular 
cross-section, made of 
ferromagnetic oxide (Price 
Rs. 1-50') 

5 IS : 2148-1968 Specification IS : 2148-1962 Specifica- This standard coders require- 
for flameproof enclosures tion for flameproof cn- ments for flameproof en- 
of electrical apparatus (first closures of electrical ap- closures of electrical 

Tsvisiori). paratus. apparatus for use in mines 

and such other places 
where flammable gases or 
vapours may exist or may 
originate inside the enclo¬ 
sure. (Price Rs. 11 • 50") 
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( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) (4) 


6 IS : 2255-1969 Specification 
for mild steel wire rod for 
the manufacture of machine 
screws (by cold-heading pro¬ 
cess) {first revision). 


7 IS : 2472-1969 Specification 
for protective gaiters. 


8 IS ; 2535-1969 Specification 
for basic rack and modules 
of cylindrical gears for gene¬ 
ral engineering and heavy 
engineering (first retision). 


9 IS ! 2759-1969 Specification 
for higher tensUe steel point 
hooks for use with wire 
rope thimbles. 


10 IS : 3026-1968 Specification 
for tin salts fotjelectroplating 
(first revision). 


II IS : 3414-1968 Code of prac¬ 
tice for design and installa¬ 
tion of joints in buildings 


12 IS : 3815-1969 Specification 
for point hooks with shank 
for general engineering pur¬ 
poses. 


13 IS : 4595-1969 General re¬ 
quirements for non-parking 
tools. 


IS ; 2255-1962 Specifica¬ 
tion lor mild steel wire 
rod for the manufacture 
of ipachine screws (by 
cold heading process). 


IS ; 2535-1963 Specifica¬ 
tion for basic rack, moul¬ 
ders and diametral pit¬ 
ches of cylindrical gears 
for general engineering. 


IS : 3026-1964 Specifica¬ 
tion for sodium stannatc 
for electroplating. 


This standard covers the 
requirements for mild steel 
wire rod for the manu¬ 
facture of wire for machine 
screws or threaded fasteners 
conforming to IS ; 1673- 
1960. (Price Rs. 2-00) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements, methods of 
sampling and test for pro¬ 
tective gaiters, used in 
coniuction with safety boots 
(Is : 3737-1966) to protect 
workers against splashes of 
molten metal while engaged 
in blast furnace, cast house 
of steel melting shop. 
(Price Rs. 5 ■ jol 

This standard specifies the 
dimensions of basic rack 
and recommenced scries 
of modules for involute 
cylindrical gears for general 
engineering and for heavy 
engineering. (Price Rs. 2-Co) 

This standard covers the 
requirements of higher 
tensile steel point hooks 
with eye for use with wire 
rope thimbles conforming 
to IS : 2315.1963. (Price 
Rs. 4-00) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the methods 
of sampling and test for 
stannous sulphate, sodium 
Btannate, potassium stannate 
and stannous chloride, 
used for clectroplaiing. 
(Price Rs. 7-00) 

This standard deals with the 
design and installation of 
joints in masonry and con¬ 
crete in buildings. (Price 
Rs. 8-00) 

This standard covers the 
lequircmcnts of mild steel 
and higher tensile steel point 
hooks with shank for 
general engineering purposes. 
(Price Rs. 5’00) 

This standard covers the general 
requirements for non-spar¬ 
king tools. (Price Rs. 2' 50) 
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14 IS ; 4610-1968 Specification, 
tor glass tubes for general pur¬ 
pose and reference thermo¬ 
meters. 


15 IS ; 4809-1968 Specification 
lor cotton-knitted string 
vests. 


16 IS ; 4966 (Parc I)-i968 Speci¬ 
fication for gauges tor serra¬ 
tions Part I for gauging ex¬ 
ternal serrations. 


17 IS : 5022-1969 Specification 
for sterilizer, instruments 
(tabic model). 


18 IS : 5026 (Part I)-1969 Speci¬ 
fication for radio frequency 
cables Part I General re¬ 
quirements and tests. 


19 IS : 5028-1969 Glossary of 
raining terms (planning 
and surveying). 


20 IS : 5029-1969 Specification 
for bedsteads, Jiospital, 
general purposes. 


21 IS ; 5033-1969 Specification 
for telescopic aerials for 
portable radio receivers 


This standard prescribes the 
requirements and thc. 

methods of sampling and 
test for glass tubes used in 
the manufacture of general 
purpose, reference and all 
other types of liquid-ln- 
glass thermometers suitabic 
for use with a range of 
—200“ to -P500"C. 

(Price Rs 3 ‘ 5 f.) 

This standard prescribes the 
reciuircmcnts of cotton- 
kmttcd suing vests, bleached 
("Price Rs. 4-00). 

This standard covers the main 
dimensions of GO and 
NOT GO gauges and 
their setting gauger for 
external serrations according: 
to IS ; 3654-1966, (Price 
Rs. 4' 00), ’ 

This standard covets struc¬ 
tural and functional require¬ 
ments of boiliug type steri¬ 
lizers for sterilizing such, 
articles as different types of 
instruments used in clinics 
and hospitals. Only the 
sterilizers wnich are used in 
places other than the anacs- 
ihclic-gas atmospherea come 
under the purview of this, 
standard. (Price Rs. 2*50). 

"This standard relates to thor 
general requirements and 
tests for radio frequency- 
cables of coaxial or twin, 
conductor types designed 
lor use in tclcccmmunica- 
tion and electronic equip¬ 
ment, (Price Rs. 8.00). 

This standard covers the defi¬ 
nitions of terms used in 
mining industry in connec¬ 
tion with planning and sur- 
vevinj (Price R, 3'50). 

This standard specifies the 
requirements of bedsteads 
suitable for general purposes 
in hospitals and other similar 
institutions. (Price Rs. 
5 - 00 ) 

This standard lays down tlic 
requirements and methods of 
test for judging mechanical, 
electrical, physical and cli¬ 
matic properties of telescopic 
aerials generally intended for 
portable radio receivers. 
(Price Ra. 4-00) 
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22 IS ; 5^34-1968 Specification 
for chromed goatskin in wet- 
blue condition. 


23 IS ; 5035-1969 Specification 
for stetilizersj bowl and uten¬ 
sil (pedal typel. 


24 IS : 5037-1969 Specification 
for basic rack and modules 
of straight bevel gears for 
cneral engineering and 
eavv engineering. 


25 IS : 5040-1969 General re¬ 
quirements for fork lift 
trucks. 


26 IS ; 5041-1969 Specification 
for shoe, boot and stationery 
eyelets. 


27 IS ; 5042-1969 Specification 
for i-aminoanthraquinone. 


28 IS ; 5043-1969 Specification 
for z-aminoanthraquinone. 


29 IS ; 5044-1969 Specification 
for benzanthtone. 


30 IS ; 5046-1968 Specification 
for letterpress ink, black, 
book-printing. 


This standard prescribes the 
requirements, method of 
sampling and test for chrome- 
tanned goatskin in wet-blue 
condition. (Price Rs. 5-00) 

This standard covers structural 
and functional requirements 
of boiling type sterlizers for 
stciilizing such articles as 
different types of bowls and 
utensils used in clinics and 
hospitals. (Price Rs. 3-50) 

Tills standard specifies the 
dimensions of basic tack and 
recommended series of 
modules for straight bevel 
gears for general cngineeivng 
and heavy engineering. 
(Price Rs. 2 ■ 00) 

This standard covers the 
rated capacity, the main 
dimensions and the safety 
requirements relating to the 
construction and operation of 
centre control, rider operated 
fork lift trucks with solid, 
cushion or pneumatic tyres 
with three or moi'e tyres and 
tiltablc masts up to 
Including 10 000 kg nominal 
capacity. (Price Rs. 4-00) 

This standard covers the re¬ 
quirements for shoe, boot 
and stationery eyelets 
(round-shapped;. (Price Rs. 

3-50) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the 
methods of sampling and 
test for i-aminoanthraquin- 
onc. (Price Rs- 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the 
methods of sampling and 
test for 2-aminoanthraquin- 
one. (Price Rs. 4'00) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the 
methods of sampling and 
test for benzanthronc. 
(Price Rs. 5 ■ 00) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the methods 
of sampling and test for 
letter press ink, black, book- 
printing. (PilceRs. 5 00) 
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31 IS : 5049-1969 Specification 
for gauge for wire dia¬ 
meters. 


32 IS : 5056-1969 Common 

names for coal tar food 
colours. 


33 IS ; 5057-1969 Specification 
for potassium nitrite, food 
grade. 


34 IS : 5059-1969 Code for hy¬ 
gienic Condidona for large 
scale biscuit manufacturing 
units and bakery units. 


35 IS : 5061-1968 Guide for 
treatment of efliuents of 
pulp, paper and board 
industries. 


36 IS ; 5062 (Part n)-i969 

Methods of test for brown 
coals and lignites. 

Part II determinadon of ASH. 


37 TS : 5062 (Part lV)-ig 6 g 

Methods ot test for brown 
coals and lignites. 

Part IV determination of the 
yield of benzene—soluble 
extract. 

38 IS : 5067-1969 Specificadon 

for fencing pliers. 


39 IS : 5068-1969 Specificadon 
for grab hook. 


40 IS : 5070-1969 Method for 
beam unnotched impact test 
grey cast iron. 


This standard lays down the 
requirements of a gauge to 
check the diameters of wires 
in the range 0-125 to 8 mm. 
(Price Rs. 2-50) 

This standard gives common 
names for coal tar food 
Colours permitted by the 
Prevention of Food Adult¬ 
eration Rules, 1955 togethci 
with their technical names, 
colour index, colour, class 
and chemical names. (Price 
Rs. 2'Oo) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements and the 
methods of' sampling and 
test for potassium nitrite 
for use as food preservative. 
(Price R". 2-00) 

This standard prescribes the 
hygienic condiuons required 
for establishing and maintain¬ 
ing large scale biscuit mrnu- 
facturing units and bakery 
units. (Price Rs. 3-50) 

This Indian standard covers 
methods of treatment of 
effluents of pulp, papcr> 
paperboard and strawboard 
industries. (Price Rs. 7 ■ 00} 

This standard prescribes the 
method for the determination 
of ash in brown coals and 
lignites by incinerating at 
about 8 i 5°C till constant ini 
weight. (Price Rs. 2-00) 

This standard prcsciibcs the 
method for determining the 
yield of benzene—soluble 
extract m brown coals and 
flgnites. (Price Rs. 2-00) 


This standard covers the re¬ 
quirements for fencing pliers. 
(Price Rs. 2 ■ 00) 

This standard lays down the 
requirements for grab hook. 
(Price Rs. 2-50) 

This standard prescribes the 
method of conducing beam 
unnotched impact test on 
grey cast iron containing 
graphite in flake form. 
(Price Rs. 2-50) 
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41 IS ; 5071—1969 Method for 
flattening test for copper 
alloy tubes of circular section. 


4 z IS : 5072-—1969 Method for 
rockwell superficial hardness 
test (N and T scales) for steel. 


43 IS : 5075—1969 Method of 
rotating bar bending fatigue 
testing of steel. 


44 IS : 5076—1969 Method for 

calibration of standardized 
blocks to be used for rock- 
well superficial N and T 
scale hardness testing 
machines. 

45 IS : 5077—1969 Specification 

for decorative lighting outfits. 


46 IS ; 5078—1969 Specification - 

for brushes, typewriter. 

M 


47 IS : 5083—1969 Specification 
for knifing stopper. 


48 IS ; 5084—1969 Specification 
for nylon socks. 


This standard prescribes the 
methods for conducting 
flattening test on copper and 
copper alloytubes of circular 
cross section and having 
external dianteter not greater 
than too mnt and thickness 
not greater than 15 percent 
of external diameter. (Price. 
Ra. 2 00). 


This standard prescribes the 
method of conducting rock- 
well superficial hardness test 
(N and T scales) on steel 
(Price Rs. 4'00). 

This standard prescribes the 
method for rotating bar¬ 
bending fatigue test on lest 
pieces without any feaiurcs 
involving stress concentra¬ 
tion. (Price Rs. 3 ' 5 o)- 

This standard prescribes the 
method for calibration of 
blocks for the indirect veri¬ 
fication of rockwell N and 
T scale hardness testing 
machines. (Price Rs. 2'5o). 

This standard sepcifes the 
design and constructional 
requirements and tests appli¬ 
cable to dccoraiive lighting: 
outfits for inddoor use rated 
for a maximum voltage of 25O 
V. (Price Rs. 3'50). 

This standard prescribes the re¬ 
quirements end the methods 
of sampling and tests for 
typewriter brushes. (Price 
Rs. 3-50). 

This standard prescribes the le- 
quirements and the methods 
of sampling and rest 
for knifing stopper. This 
material is used for filling 
up dents and uneven spots, 
in conjunction with other 
materials. This material 
constitutes a part of the 
painting schedule for a rail 
coach. (Price Rs. 3-50). 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements for seamless 
socks knitted in plain, rib 
or fancy stitches. (Price Rs. 

3 ■ 50). 
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49 IS : 5085—1969 Specification 
for berets, knitted, one- 
piece. 


50 IS : 5087—1969 Specification 
for wire stripping pliers. 


31 IS ; 3122—1969 Specification 
for tyre levers. 


This standard prescribes the 
constructional details and 
other particulars ol knitted 
berets. (Price Rs, S'jo)* 

This standard covers the rc- 
quiremenis for two types of 
wire stripping pliers, (Price 
Rs. 2‘50;. 

This standard lays down the 
requircrnenis for nine types 
of tyre levers. (Price Rs. 
5 - 00 ). 


Copies of these Indian Standards are available for sale with the Indian Standards Institu¬ 
tion, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-i and also its branch offices at (i) 
535 Sardar Vallabhbhal Patel Road, Bombay-7 (ii) 5, Chowringhee Approach Road, Calcutt 8 -i 3 
<lii) 54 General Patters Road, Madras-2(iv)ii7/4i8B, Sarvodaya Nagar, Kanpur and (v) 5-9-201/2, 
Cbirag AH Lane, Hyderabad-i. 


[No. CMD/13 : 2.] 




Nets Delhi, the 25th August 1969 


S. 0 .37^ —In pursuance of sub-regulation (i) of Regulation 8 of the Indian Standards Institutian (Certification Marks) Regul^ons, 1955, as amended 
from time to timej the Indian Standards Institutionj hereby, notifies that eightyfive ficenccs, particulars of which are given in the following Schedule, 
have been renewed; 

The SCHEDDltE 


SL 

No. 

Licence No. 
and I>ate 

Period of Validity 

Name and Address of the Licensee 

Article/Process covered by the Licence and the 
Relevant IS; Designation 

From 

To 


(I) 

(2) 

C 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

( 5 ) 

(6) 


I 

CM,L-29 

1-7-1957 

16-7-1969 

15-3-1970 

2 

CM/L-129 

23-6-1959 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

3 

CM,fL-i 34 

1S-7-1959 

1-8-1969 

30-7-1970 

4 

CM/L-169 

22-2-1960 

16-7-1969 

15-1-1970 

5 

CM/L-312 

26-6-1961 

1-/-1969 

30-6-1970 

( 

CM/'L -327 

31-7-1961 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 

1 

CM'L-424 

30-^1962 

1-7-1969 

31-12-1969 

8 

CM;'L- 42 ? 

30-6-1962 

16-7-1969 

31-8-1970 

9 

•CMj'L-430 

12-7-1962 

1-8-1968 

31-7-1971 

to 

CbVL- 43 t 
iS-7-1962 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 


Tata Fison Industries Ltd., Union Bank Building, DDT water dispersible powder concentrates— 
Dalai Street, Fort, Bombay-I. IS: 565-r^i. 

The Alkali and Chemical Corporation of India Ltd., BHC emulstfiable concentrates—IS; 632-1966. 
34 ) Chowringhee, Cafcutta-i6. 

Motor Industries Co. Ltd-, No. 22, Bannerghaita 14 mm spariting plugs—IS; 1063-1963. 

Road, Adugodi, Bangabre-30. 

Mysore Insecticides Company Pvt. Ltd., Andhra BHC dusting powders—IS; 561-1962. 

Bank Building, 6, Lingbi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

Sonawala Industries Private Ltd., 137, Shaikh Menon Sulphurk acid, battery, pure and anahlical reagent 
Street, Bombay-2. grades —IS: 266-1961. 

India Plywood Company, 33, S. K. Dev Road, Tea-chest Plywood panels—IS: 10-1964, 
Pathipookar, CaIcutta-48. 

Anam Electrical Mfg. Co., Kgdiam, East Godavari Aluminium conductor, steel reinforced and all 
Disn., Andhra Pradesh. ahiminium conductors—15:398-1961. 

The Hindustan Mineral Products Co. Pvt. Ltd., BHC water dispersible powder—IS: 562-1962. 
Plot No. 27, Manganese Depot, Sewri, Bombay- 

15- 

Indian Iron & Steel Co, Ltd., Bumpur Works, P.O. Structural steel (standard quality)—IS; 226-1962. 
Bumpur, Distt. Bnrdwan, (West Bengal). 

Indian Oxygen Ltd., Electrode Factory, Barrackpore Covered electrodes for metal arc welding of mild 
Trunk Road, Khardiab, 24, Parganas. steel of normal penetraticsi type—IS; S14-1967. 


*Tnis fioence was renewed for a period of three years, namely from 1-8-1968 to 31-7-1971, but was shown as 
^km published under number S.O. 3607 dated 25-9-1968. 


renewed for one year in the ncfifica- 
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11 CM/L-4S6 

30-12-1962 

12 CM/I .-551 

35-6-1963 


13 


14 

15 

16 


17 


CM/L-S53 

25-6-1963 


CM/L-554 

26-6-1963 

CM/L-555 

26-6-1963 

CM/L-557 

2-7-1963 


CM/L-597 

31-10-1963 

18 CM/L-60S 
29-11-1963 


( 3 ) 


( 4 ) 


(5) 


C«) 


16-4-1969 15-4-1970 Gmitam Electric Motors Private Ltd., 42 Qkhla 

Industrial Estate, New Delhi-20 

16-7-1969 30-4-1970 New Chemi-Miaeral Mills PiivateLtd, Chakravarli 

Ashoka Road, Industrial Estate, Kandivlec lEast) 
Bonibay-67 

16-7-1969 31-12-1970 Mahcndra Electricals Ltd., Kamla Mission Road. 

Nadiad (Gujarat Stale) 


16-7-1969 

16-7-1969 

1-7-1969 

15-7-1969 

1-7-1969 


31-IC-1970 

1S-7-1970 

30-6-1970 

15-7-1970 

30 - 11-1970 


.Annapurna Pulverising Mills, Industrial Estate, 
Eluru (W.G. Distt) A.P. 

Aiimininm Cable Co Ltd, 12/1 Mile Stone, Mauwra 
Ro^, Faridabad (Haryana) 

Power Cables Pvt Ltd., Vithalwadi, P.B. No- 4, 
Kalyan (C. Rly) 


Single-phase tn all AC & universal electric motors of 
I HP with class ‘A’ insuliion—IS: 325-1961 
BHC dusting pcwdert—15:561-1962 


(i) PVC cables of 2^ and 650 volts grade with 
copper and akuninhim conductors 
(h) I^C insulated flexible cords, 250 volts grade 
with copper conductors only—IS : 694 (Parts I & 
II)-i964 

BHC dusting pcvders—IS; 561-1962 


AAC & ACSR conductors—IS; 398-1961 


Camlin Pvt Limited, Kondivala, Near Marol Bazar, 
Andheri-Kurla Road, Boml»y-59 
SkytoHO Electricals (India), 43 Industrial Area, 
Faridabad 


Hard-dxaTO stranted aluminium and sieei-cored 
ahuninhim coBductore for overhead power trans¬ 
mission purposes—IS; 398-1961 

Ink, drawing, .waterproof, black—IS : 7K9-19S5 


Rubber Insulated Cables: 


Type 


Voltage grade conductor 


(a) V/R Cables for Fixed Wiring 
(t) Braided & compounded 
250/440 & 650/1 100 Volts 
(if) Tou^ rubber sheathed 
250/440&650/1 too Volts 
(m)'Weather proof 250/440 
& 650/1 100 Volts 


Copper or Ahimini- 

11m 


(b) VIR PUxihle Cords 
{in) Twisted and circular 'j 
artificial silk or glac* cot- I 
ton raided 350/440 volts '■ Copper only 
—IS: 434 (Parts I A II)—| ^ 

1964 j 
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CM/L -656 

29-4-19^ 

CM/L-667 

7-5-1964 

CM/L-66S 

7-5-1964 

CWL-&n 

25-S-1964 

CM/L-683 

17-^1964 

CM/L-684 

17-6-1964 

CM/L-685 

17-6-1964 

CM/L-6g6 

17-6-1964 

CMJL -696 

17-6-19^ 


28 CM/L-697 
25-6-19^ 

29 CM/L-698 
25-6-1964 

30 CM/L-699 
25-^1964 

31 CM/L-703 
29-6-1964 

32 CM/L-703 
29-6-1964 

33 CM/L- 7 C 4 
29-6-1964 

34 CM/L-705 
29-6-1964 

35 CM/L-tio 
29-6-1964 

36 CM/L-711 
29-6-1964 

37 CM/L-716 
29-6-1964 

3! CM/L-717 
29-6-1964 


1-6-1969 31-5-1970 Tensile Steel Ltd-^ Hirabau^, Vishwsiinitri Hoadj Plaia hju'd-iirawa steed wire for prestrcssedicon- 

Barodt. caete—IS: 1785 (Part I>—i9W 

16-6-1969 15-6-1970 Guest Keen'WilliaiBS Ltd.j 41 Chowrin^iiee Road, Structure steel (standard quiity)—IS : 226-1962 

Ca’eutta 

16-6-1969 15-6-1970 Do. StnuSural steel (ordinary quaE^)—IS: 1977-1962 

r-7-1969 30-6-1970 Pesticides India, Udaisagar Road, Udaipur DDT dnsting poweders—18:564-1961 

1-7-1969 30-6-1970 Indore Steel & In* Mills, Post Box No. 6, Bhagi- Structural steel (standard quality)—IS; 226-1962 

rsthpura, Indore City, (M J*.) 

1-7-1969 30-6-1970 Do. Structural steel (cadinary quality)—18:1977-1962 

1-7-1969 30-6-1970 Natk>nalRolIirg&SteelRopesLtd.jNiccoHouse, Structural steel (standard quaEly)—IS: 216-1562 

I & 2 Hare Street, Calcutta. 

r-7-1969 30-6-1970 Do.'t StructuralstecKordmaryqualiiy)—IS: 1977-1562 1 

16-7-1969 15-11-1970 National Insulated Cable Co of India Ltd., Niece p\ C iniulaltd (hesty ouiy) electiic cables for 

House, 2 Hare Street, Caictitta-i. scikitg voliages up 10' and including i too 

volts with copper or ajuminiuni conductors— 
IS; 1554 (Part l)-is64 

1-8-1969 31-7-1970 Madres Electrical Conductors Pvt. Ltd., 37 Arcot Hard-drawn stranded altminiim and steel cored 

Road,Kodambakkain,M»dTes-26 aluminiim ccnduciors for cvetbetd power trans¬ 

mission purposes—IS: 398-1961 

16-7-1969 15-1-1970 Allied Industries, HawaSarak, Jaipur South, Jaipur Cast iron flushing dsterns, 12-5 and 15 litres 

(Rayasthan) capacity—IS: 774-1964 

16-7-1969 15-7-1970 Tfe Bombay Oil Industries Pvt Ltd., Agra Road, Stearic acid, technical, grade ;—18:1675-3960 

Bhandup, Bombay-yS 

1-8-1969 31-7-15370 Calcutta Steel Co Ltd, 4 Old Court House Street, Stroctuial steel (standard quality)—IS: 226-1962 

Calcutta 

1-S-1969 31-7-1970 Do.’’ Struciuralsteel(ordiiLaryquaEty)—IS: 1977-1962 

1-8-1969 31-7-1970 Etg'e RoIlir.g Mills Ltd.. Kumsrehubi, Dntt. Stiuciuitl steel (standard quality)—IS: 226-1962 

Dhantad, Bihar 

1-S-1969 31-7-1970 Do-S Structural steel (ordinary quality')'—18:1977-1962 

r-8-1969 31-7-1970 Eeitgal Rolling Miilt Ltd.- 671'B, Ketaji Suthas Structuici steel (standardquality)—IS : 226-1962 

Road, Calcutta 

1-8-1969 31-7-1970 Do.'^ Struciuralsteel(otdiaary quality)—IS; 1977-1962 

I 

1-8-1969 31-7-1970 SteclRollirgMiIlsofBcngalLtd,28 Strand Road, Structure steel (Mandard quaUiy)—IS .226-i5>62 

Calcutta 

1-8-1969 31-7-1970 Do.| Structural steel (cmflnary quality )—18 : 1977-1962 
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39 

CM/L-720 
29-6-1964 

l-8-i9fi9 

31-7-1970 

Modern Indnstrics, Sahibatad, Ghaziatad, Distr. 
Meerut. 

40 

CMiL-721 

29-^1964 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 

Do. 

4 r 

CM/L-724 

29-6-19^ 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 

Kisan Er^ Works Pvt Ltd,, Danfcsiu Staiicn i,N. 
RJy.), Distt. Bulandshahr (U.P.). 

42 

GMfL-72S 

29-6-1964 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 

Do. 

43 

CM/L-73a 

29-6-1964 

1-8-1969 

31-7-I970 

Sri Rama Machinery Coipn Pt t Ltd. Caihclic Cen¬ 
tre, 5/6 Aremenian Street, Madras. 

44 

CM/L-733 

29-6-1964 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 

E>o, 

45 

CM/L-739 

10-7-1964 

1-8-1969 

31-7-1970 

Hostess Appliances. 177 C.S.T. Road, Kalica, 
Bombay. 

46 

CM/L-83S 

10-11-19^ 

16-7-1969 

I5-I-T97O 

The Hindustan Iren and Steel Co Ltd, 8 Rajencia 
Deb Road, Calcutta. 


47 

CM/L-836 

10-11-19^ 

16-7-1969 

15-1-1970 

The Hindustan Iron & Steel Co Ltd, 8 Rajecdra 
Deb Road, Calcutta. 

48 

CM/L-1079 

1-6-1965 

16-6-1969 

15-6-1970 

Guest Keen Williams Ltd, 41, Chowringhee Road, 
Calcutta. 

49 

CM/l^ioSo 

1-6-1965 

16-6-1969 

15-6-1970 

Do. 

50 

CM/L-1097 

15-6-1965 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

National Rolling & Steel Ropes Ltd, Nicco House, 
I & 2 Hare Street. Calcutta. 


( 6 ) 


Stii'ctWEl s(££l Ci='atc£if —IS: : 

Structural steel (crdint-ry quality;—IS ; i977-isf'2 

Sirtctuial Eierl (sttrc£u craliiy^—IS. :;6-ii6t 

Structural steel Ccrcirary quality;—IS; 1977-1962 

Structur;l steel (sttEt'Erc qutlitj:—IS: i;6-ic62 

Structural steel (ordiutry quality—IS; 1977-1962 

EcmesticpreF'Ure ccoker—IS ■ 231^7-11, £6 

Sttueiurtl steel (staacard quality) cf the following 
sections only; 

(1) M.S. Roonds npto 16 trim dia and over 2fnitp 

dia; 

(2) M.S. Squares upio 14 mm sq. and over arrom 

sq, and 

(3) M.S. AngleS) flats etc.where thecrOES-<'ectlcnt 1 
area, of the sample dees not exceed 2co tq mm— 
IS : 226-1962 

Stiuctural steel (crdintiy quality) of the followirg 
sections only ; 

(1) M.S. Rounds upto 16 mm dia and over 28 mm 

dia; 

(2) M.S. Squares upto 14 mm sq and over 28 mm 

sq,and 

(3) M.S. Angles, flats etc. where the cross sectional 
area of the sample docs not exeed 2CO sq mm — 

IS: 1977-1962 

Rivet tars for strutrtural purpose:—IS; 1148-1964 

High tensile rivet bars for structural purposes— 
IS: 1149-1964 

(1) Mild steel and meoium tensile steel tars for 
concrete reinforcemert—IS; 432 (Part D- 1966 
and 

(2) Hard-drawn steel wire for concrete reinforce- 
[ment—IS: 432 (Part II)-1966 
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51 

CM/L-iioo 

16-^1965 

: 1-7-1969 

f 30-fl-i970 

52 

CM/L-iro6 

30-6-1965 

16-7-1969 

15-1-1970 

53 

CM/L-1107 

6-7-1965 

16-7-1969 

15-7-1970 

54 

CM/L-1108 

6-7-1965 

16-7-1969 

15-7-1970 

55 

CM/L-1109 

6-7-1965 

16-7-1969 

15-7-1970 

56 

CM/L-1200 

19-1-1966 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

57 

CM/L-1282 

33-6-196S 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

5S 

CM/L-1287 

28-^1966 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

59 

CM/L-raSg 

30-6-1966 

'16-7-1969 

r 15-7-1970 


The Indian Cable Co. Ltd,, 9 Hare Street,Cakntta- 

I. 

ThePlant Protection ProcuctsPvt.Ltd.. KcdavaJvr 
(S. Rly), Nellore Distt. 

Po'wer Cables Pvt Ltd.,Kaly8n (Mahararhtra^ 

Special Steels Ltd., Dattapara Road, Eorvli (East), 
Bombay-66. 

Do. 

rlindnstan National Glass Mfg. Co. Ltd., Bahadur- 
garh, Distt. Rohtak. 

Anil Glass Industries Pvt. Ltd., 14/1 Delhi Mathura 
Road, Haryana. 

S. R, Sharma & Sons., 85 Netaji Snthas Road, 
Cdcutta-i. 

Parshuitm Pottery '^ctfes Co. Ltd., Tl.'rgach, 
Near Rly Station,(GujaratState). 


polythene insulated and PVC — sheathed cable 
with alaminiuiii / copper ccntucotcrs IS; 
1596-1562. 

Dieldrin emulfif able ccrcenliatcEIS : 1054-1567. 

Eleciiedef her metal arc weldirg of mBd steel, 
normal penetration types only — IS : 814-1567. 

Galvanized ircn and steel wire for telegrtph and 
telephone purposes — IS ; 279-1567. 

Mild steel wire for general engineerirg purpesec,— 
IS : 280-1962. 

Glass milk bottle', 5C0 ml only —IS; 1592-1567. 

LamiTEted safely glass — IS : 2553-156.'. 

Sand-ca-t trass screw Etwn tih taps, 3I4” 

sizes ; and stop taps, i,'2'. 3/4*, and 1' sizes— 
IS ; 781-1967. 

Vittect's 'anitfij tppliarces (TitxnE china 
consistirg of : 

(1) Wash-dovm water-dosets, pauein i, with 
‘P’ trap and ‘S’ trap. 

(2) ^uattirg pans and traps, long pattern 
size 450, 5S0 and 680 ana. 

(3) Squatting pans and traps, Orissa pattern, 
size 5E0 X 440 mm. 

(4) Wash basins, flat back, size 630x450 mm 
and 550,X4CO mm with two traps, and 
450 X 300 mm with one trap. 

(5) Wash basins, angle back, pattern 1, size 
600 X 480 mm. 

(6) Urinals, bowl pattern, flat back, size 430 
260 X 350 mm. 

(7) Urinals, bowl pattern, angle back size 340 x 
430 x265 mm. 

(8) Squatting plate urinal, size 600x350 mm 
and 450 X 350 mm •— IS : 2556-1967. 


t 

I 

t 


60 

I 


CM/L-1462 
X6-6-1967 
CM/L-1469 
30-^1967 


16-6-1969 

ti-7-1969 


15-6-1970 

30-6-1970 


Mohatu & Heckcl Ltd., Mustafa Building, 
- SirP. M,R.o3d,Fcwt,BoBib*y-i.- 
Bhaiat Carbon & Ribbon Mfg. Co. Ltd,, Plot No. 
66-A, Industrial Area, Faridabad ‘Township, 
(HarjwtBi). 


Steel wire ropes for haulage purposes in mines— 
IS ; 1856-1561. 

Ink, duplicatitg, aU weather, black for drum type 
machines—IS 1 1333-1958. 
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6 z CM/L-1470 
7-7-1967 


63 CM/L-1471 
16-7-1967 

64 CM/L-1472 

, 13-7-1967 

65 CM/L-1473 

13- 7-1967 

66 CM/L-1584 

14- 12-1967 

67 CM/L-1604 
5-1-1968 

68 CM/L-i6o‘; 
5-1-1968 

9 CM/L-1613 
9-1-1968 
TO CM,^L-i 692 
13-5-1968 

71 GM,^-i-04 
21-S-1968 

72 CM'L-1711 

4-6-1968 I 

73 CM/L-1713 

6-6-196S 


16-7-1969 15-12-1970 Fort Gkwter Indnstries Ltd., 31 CIiowric*hee (,0)'Weather proof PVG insulated and PVC sheathed 


16-7-69 

16-7-1969 


Road, Calcutta-16. 


16-7-1969 

16-7-1969 

16-7-1969 


31-8-1970 


cables with aluminium conductors only of tie 
foUwowing types : 

(0 Sin^ core, 250/440 and 650/1 100 volts, 
(ti) Twin core flat, 250/440 and 650/1 ico volts 
IS ; 3035 (Part I) — 1965 .and 
(6) Weatherpreof polythene insulated, taped 
braiied and compounded cables with aluminiam 
conductors only of the following types ; 

(0 Single core, 250/440 and 650/1 100 volts 
O'O) Twin core flat, 250/440 and 650/1 100 volts— 
IS - 3035 (Part II>—1965 

Mild steel tubes . black and galvarused, light, rnedinm 
and heavy grades — IS : 1239 (Part I)— ic68 
Endrin cmulsifiabie concentrEles — IS : 131c-195 8 


1310-1958 


16-7-1969 15-1-1970 

1-7-1969 30-6-1970 

1-7-1969 30-6-1970 


t5-7"i970 Gujarat Steel Tubes Ltd., Near Kali Vfllage, Mild steel tubes . black and galvarused, light, medin 
Sabaimati,Ahmcdabad. and heavy grades — IS ; 1239 (Part I)— ic68 

31-8-1970 The Hindustan Mineral Product Co. Pvt. Ltd., Endrin cmulsifiabie concentrsles — IS : 131C-19; 
27, Mangmese Depot, Sewri, Bcmbay-15. 

15-12-1569 Ke^ Pesticides (P) Limited, Industrial Estate, Endrin cmulsifiabie concentrEtes — IS ; 1310-19: 
Mudical P.O., Perumbavoor (itia), Ernakuiam-i. 

(Kerala State). 

15-1-1970 Shri Sampuran Saw Mills, Saharanpur Road, P.O. Plywood tea-chest battens— IS 10-1964. 
Yamuna Nagar, Distt. Ambala (Heryana). 

3t>-6-l970 Jaypoie Tea-Chest rittings Mfg. Co., 35 Chit.ar- Tea-chest metal fittings — IS ; 10-196J 
anjan Avenue, (3rd Floor) Calcutta-12. 

30-6-1970 Makum Tea Chest Fittings Mfg, Co., 35 Chittar- Do, 

anjan Avenue, (3rd Floor), Calcutta-12. 

15-7-1970 Jai Chemicals, 14/1, Mathura Road, Faridabad Milathion eaiulsifiable concentrates—15:2567-1963 
(Haryana). 

15-7-1970 P.V.C. Wires & Cables Pvt. Ltd,, i, Ishan Ghosh Hard-drawn stranded aluminium and steel- cored 
Road, Calcutta-8. al uminium conductors for overhead power 


IS 10-1964. 


Tea-chest metal fittings ^ IS ; 10-196J 


Milathion eaiulsifiable concentrates—15:2567-1963 


22-7-1969 15-7-1970 


16-6-1939 15-6-1973 


Road, Calcutta-8. al uminium conductors for overhead 

transmission purposes—18:398-1561 

Chemicals and Insecticides, Romnagar Karanjaha, BHC dusting powders—15:561-1562 
RIy. Station, Kusmbi/N.E. Rly. Gorakhpur 
(U.P.). 

Baiizidi & Sail, S/6, Induitrial Area, JuUuadur CO.EootbaUs (laceless). 

City. (a) 'Volleybails (laceless) and 


16-6-1959 15-6-1969 


Bharat Steel Tabes Ltd., Gaaaur, Distt. Ro'atak, 
(Harvana). 


CO.Eootballs (laceless), 

(a) 'Volleybails (laceless) and 
(m) Basketballs (laceless)—181417-1965 

MUd steel tubes—ISM239 (Part I)—19681 
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74 

GM'L-1725 

18-6-19^ 

1-7-1969 

30-4-1970 

75 

CM)L-I7i6 

18-6-19^ 

16-6-1969 

15-6-1970 

76 

C.M''L-I 728 

25-6-T968 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

77 

CM/L-1729 

27-6-191^ 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

78 

CM'L-1730 

28-6-1968 

1-7-1969 

31-10-1970 

79 

CM,',^-T 73 I 

28-6-196 

1-7-1969 

30-6-1970 

3 o 

CM/L-1733 

8-7-1968 

16-7-1969 

15-7-1970 

Si 

CM/L -1731 

10-7-1968 

16-7-1969 

, 15-1-1970 

.82 

CMi'L-1736 

11-7-1961 

16-7-1969 

15-7-1970 

83 

CM,iL-l 738 

11-7-19^ 

16-7-1969 

28-2-1970 

84 

CM,L- 1743 
15-7-1968 

16-7-1969 

15-7-1970 

85 

CM'L-i 7 Si 

28-7-1968 

i-S-1969 

15-3-1970 


hms Raj Mihajini Soi!, G. T. Road, JulhiaiLir 
City. 

Apsejay Structurals Ltd., P.O. Rajbandh CE. RJy ) 
Diatt. Burdwan. 

The Indian Steel Rolling Mills Ltd., Main Road, 
Tiruninravur, Chingleput Distt. 


Kirloskar Brothers Ud., Udyoj Bhavan, TiUk 
Road, Poona-9. 

Bombay Wire Ropes Ltd., ‘Nirmil’ scd Flo-ar, 
241, Backbay Reclamation, Hirimin Point 
BQnibay-20. 

Forge & Blower Co., (Propj: Laljiobai Jivraoi 
Prt. utd.) Naroda Road, Ahtnedabad-a, 
Gujarat State. 

Sun Industries, Rnaa Kiata Se.i Lane, 

Galcutia-4. 

Freewill & Co., S-33 I.ada>:rial .\rea, TiUlunJur 
City. 

Pesticides Ltd., Chitalsar Maiipada, Ghodbunder 
Road, Tnana. 

Central Insecticides & Fertilizers Saki Naka, t- idar 
L^e Road, Kurla, Bombay-70. 

Indian Copper Corpn. Ltd., Moubhaadar Works, 
Ghatsila P.O. Distt. Sin^bum, Bihar S.E. Rly. 

'National Hlectro Mechanical Co., Duebarohai 
Road, Bhaktinagar, Ra,ikot-2. 


Cricket bays —IS-434 (Parts I & II)—1964 

Welded low carbon gas cylinders for storage and 
transportation of liquefied petroleum gases - 

IS: 3196-1968. 

Hot rolled mUd steel ard met ium tensile steel 
deformed bars for co.terete rc-mforcement— 
15:1139-1966. 

Sluice valves for water works purposes (with non- 
ferros spindles and rings), class Lwith nominal 
sizes upto 150 mm—IS :7go-i967 
Steel wire ropes for liaulaje purposes in mires — 
IS :iS56-I96i 

Taree-pbase induction motors, 2-2 kw (3 HP), 
3'7 kw (5 HP), 5-6 kw (7-5 HP) and 7-5kw 
(to HP) With class ‘A’ insulation—IS : 3 a 5 -i 96 l 
Tea-cnest plywood panels—18:10-1964 

(1) Footballs (laceless), 

(2) Basket-balls (laceless) and 

(3) Volleyball (laceless)—IS 1417-1965 
Zinc phosphide, technical—18:1251-1958 

DDT dusting powders—18:564-1962 

Brass sheet/strip, grade Cu Zn 30, Co Zn 3; atd 
Cu Zn 40—IS:f 10-1967 

Single-phase AC motors of 0-37 kw (0-5 HP 
rating with dass ‘A’ Ii suiations 18:996-19^ 
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Nete Delhi, the 2,9th August 1969 

S.0.373® In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards 
Institution (Certification Marks’) Regulation, 1955, as amended from time to time, the Indian 
Standards Institution hereby notifies that licences No. CM/T—1509, 1S09 and 1818, particulars 
of which are given below, have been cancelled with effect from i August, 1969. 


Licence No. 

Name and address of the 
the licensee 

Article/Process co- Relevant Indjan 

vered by the licence Stanard 

CM/L-1509 

Dated 6-9-1967 

M/s, Metropole In - 
dustries, Pradhan- 
khunta, Diatt. 
Dhanbad. 

DDTDustTg Powders IS: 564-It(1 

GM/L-1809 

Dated 14-10-1968 

Do. 

Aldrin Dusting Powders IS: 1308-1958 

CM/L-1818 

Do. 

BHC Emulsiflable IS: 633-1966 

Dated 18-10-1968 


Concentrates 


[No. CMD/ 55 : 1509 .] 
A. K. GUPTA, 
Deputy Director General, 
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